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INTROIJUCTION. 


The ‘ Journals,’ or, as the writer himself chllecT them, 
the ‘Last Journals of Horace Walpole,’ now published 
for the first time, form a continuation of his ‘ Memoirs 
of the Eeign of King George HI.,’ which work termi- 
nates* with the year 1771. After that year, the author 
continued his manuscript collections under this title of 
‘Journals.’ To describe these, it is only necessary to 
quote Walpole’s own words. In the concluding paragraph 
of March, 1772, he says : — “This Journal ij'rather calcu- 
lated for my own amusement than for posterity. I like to 
keep up the thread of my observations : if they prove use- 
ful,, to ailybody else I shall be glad; but I am not to 
answer for their imperfections, as I intend this Journal for 
no regular work.” From numerous passages in these ■ 
volumes, it will be- apparent that the Journalist* wrote, in 
mhre or less full detail, after he had collected a series of 
brief notes ; and frgqueittly he added, under entries bf an 
^earlier date, details of circumstances in connexion with 
those entries, but the occurrence of which belonged to a 
later period. 
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iv ' mi’EODUCTION. 

With regard to his own qualities and defects as an his- 
torical writer, there is a phrase* in this Journal (p. ?78, 
vol. i.) dislinguished by mere candour, than ^even some 
of Walpole’s admirers have been disposed to consider as 
forming a portion of his character. “ Authentic papers,” 
he remarks, “ will, I flatter myself, corroborate the authen- 
ticity of these ‘ Memoirs,’ though in some things I may 
have been misinformed, and in others, from my own pas- 
^nsij' X mjfy have exaggerated faults.” With this hope 
and this acknowledgment, his Journal will be read with 
additional interest. 

Finally, Walpole came, to regard his Diary as possessing 
uses for others rather than providing only amusement for 
himself. Towards the close of his remarks, dated February 
27th, 1782, he says that he has “continued it so long 
merely to preserve certain passages less known and to aid 
future historiStis, not intending the journalist part for any 
other use.” After speaking modestly of himself, his powers, 
his opportunities, and the employment he had made of 
them, he concludes by intimating, with referenefe to fur- 
ther entries, that “ they will be chiefly such as I can 
warrant the truth of, and are not likely to be found in 
narrative^ of men much l^s conversant with some of the 
principal actors.” 

In%uch words does Walpole desaribe.the chief object of 
a Journal, the publication of which he made over to a suc- 
ceeding century. The title and the epigraphs on the title- 
page are his own, exactly as he left them, ready for the 
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press. The latter serve as texts for a history, ten years of 
which included a period 'of the greatest peril which ever 
threatened our country. Walpole has detailed the daily 
intrigues, the defeats and triumphs, the alternate exultation 
and depression, the glory and the shame, of that critical 
and eventful epoch. This varied narrative he has illus- 
trated by various annotations ; — and it only remains to be 
added, that the notes bearing the initial D. are those for 
which Walpole is not responsible, but which have been 
contributed by the Editor. 

J. Doran. 

London, Dec, 1868. ' > 




CONfENTS 


OF 

THE FIIJST VOLUME. 


1772. 

Januaey. 

Lord Rochford — His handsome jonduct — Death of the Earl of Norf-hius^ton 
— The Comte de Guines — Sir Charles i|otham — Sir William Hamilton 
— Wilkes’s ‘Answer to Stephens ’ — t’romises to conform his conduct to 
Magna Charta — Thurlow — Junius’s Letter to Lord Mansdcld — Parlia- 
ment ’mteets—- No opposition to the Address — Death of the Piiiiccss Mary 
-^The Navy Augmentation Ihll — Imprisonment of the Queen of Denmaik 
in the Castle of Cronenhurg — Her seizure at a masquerade — The Princess 
of Wales— Early life of the Queen of Denmark — Thoughtless conduct of 
the King — Misfortunes of the Royal family ' .. .. .. Pages 1-4 

February. 

.*«ith’s Report on the arrest of the Queen of Denmark — Witty retort of 
Mr. Dayrolles — Charles James Pox — The Marriage Bill — Gambling at 
Almack’s— George Selwyn— Controversy on the Thirty-nine Articles — 
Wth, Bishop of Oxford — Lord North— Sir William Meredith— Sir 
Roge» Newdigate — Sir William Petty— Burke’s si)eech on the Liturgy 
question — Sir George Saville — Gambling of Stephen and OhailesPox— 
Dunning— Wedderburn — Dr. Hay — Death of the Princess-Dowager of 
Wales — The Duke of Cumberland %ot*permittcd by theming to see his 
mother — Lord Bute — Conduct pf the Court of Denmark Sir William 
Hamilton— Affairs in Ireland— Lord Townsliend’s satirical ballad — Bui ial 
of the Princess of Wales — The Princess of Brunswick — Jealousy ol the 
Queen, and cruel conduok to the Princess of Brunswick — Chanty of the 
Princess-Dowager — Lord Bute’s sudden wealth — Mr. Seymour on “ Dor- 
mant Claims of the Church ” — Resignation of Charles Fox — Marriage of 
Lady Susan Strangway s — Royal Marriage Bill — Dr. Newel’s Sermon on 
Charles the First — Rigby’s vote — Lord Camden’s speech on the Marriage 
Bill — Opinion of the Judges — Lord Mansfield’s chagrin — Lady Walde- 
grave — Governor Pownall — Dictatorial conduct 8f the King •• 



Mabch. 

Lord Lyttelton — Protest against the Marria’ge Bill drawn by the Duke ot 
Bichmond andf^ Burke -^Motion to d^continue the observance of the 30th 
of January — Triennial Parliaments — Situation of tbe Queen*of Denmark 

— The Order of the Bath sent to Mr. Keith — Dowdeswell, Seymour, T. 

Pitt, Wedderburn, Dunning, Charles Fox, Lord North, Burke, General Con- 
way, Colonel Barr^, and others on the Marriage Bill — The King’s complaint 
of General Conway — Conway seeks Walpole’s advice — Great opposition 
to'^the Marriage Bill — Lord John Cavendish’s amendment rejected — 
Spirited conduct of Mr. Herbert — Adjournment of the House — Bose 
Puller moves lo confine the duration of the Bill to the King’s life — Narrow 
division on this clause — Vehement speeches of T. Townshend and Colonel 
Barrd — 'Jittmer at Mr. Crawford’s- — Wedderbum’s admission — Merits of 
the speakers on the Marriage Bill discussed — Letter from Keith — Dis- 
turbances in the North of Ireland— r Oppression in India — Charges against 
Lord Clive — Lord Cliye’s defence . . . . . . . Pages 39-79 

April, 

Inquiry into the conduct of the House of Lords — Protestant Dissenters — 
•State of Denmark — Marriage of the Pretender — Proclaims h^p consort 
Queen — The Pope refuses to acknowledge the title — Wilkes and Bull’s 
‘Letter’ — Walpole goes to hear Charles Fox speak — Colonel Burgoyne 

— Lord North — Description of Burke’s speech on the Old Marriage Bill — 
Fox’s reply to Burke — Fox and Burke compared, and Fox with Charles 
Townshend — Defeat of Lord North — Character of Lord North — Grant of 
an island to Lord Rochford — Penn claims it, and substantiates his claim — 
Abuses in India — Insurrections in Essex in consequence of the high price 
of food — Food riots in London — Masquerades (see note) — Attacks on 
Madame Schwellenburg— Impertinent conduct of the Danish Minister at 
the lev4e — Fitting out the fleet — The Queen of Denmark’s confession — 

— Committee for Indian Affairs 80-91 


May. 

Bradshaw’s appointment as Lord of the Admiralty — Expedition to conduct 
the Queen of Denmark to Zel# — Prussians march into Polish Prussia — 
Presentation^of Madame Dieden, the Danish Minister’s lady — Execution 
of Struensee — Bradshaw unseated — Petitions to be reseated — Fox’s Mf r- 
riage Bill thrown out — Return of the Duke of Gloucester from Italy — The 
laws ajainst Dissenters proposed to be lepealgd— Warburton’s conduct on 
the occasion during the debate in the Lords — Lofds Chatham, Lyttelton, 
" and Barrington on the Bill — Lady Waldegrave — Letter dt Sir Edward 
Walpole — Letter from Lady Waldegrave to her father on the subject of her 
marriage with the Duke of Gloucester — Walpole’s approval of this letter, 
and comments on if— Character of Lady Waldegrave — The Duke of Glou- 
. cestePs proposed lev^§, and Walpole’s reasons for not appearing at it— 
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IX 


CTaatacter o£ Six "Edw^d Walpole — Anecdote of Vim and of Frederick 
‘Prince of Wales — AnlMiote of George the Third when young — Levine 
of the Duke of Gloucester Conduct of the Duchess of Cumberland 
— Smuggling by Ambassadors (^ee also notes) •— * Luttiwirs motion on 
Smugglingt .. .. .. .. .. Pages 92-113. 


Supplement to May, 

Arthur Tell-Truth’s Letter to the Commissioners of the Admiralty in the 
* Public Advertiser * .. .. 114 

Extract from a letter from Copenhagen on the subject of Struensee's exe- 
cution .. ' .. 115 


June. 

Middlesex election — Bradshaw’s Petition — .Close of the session — Alderman 
Townsend — The liand tax — Lord Mansfield — Case of a black slave 
claiming the freedom of England — Visit of Ladies Waldegrave and Dysart 
— Account of the Duke of Guniberlaad’s announcement of his marriage to 
the King — Conduct of the King — Installation of the Knights of the Bath, 
and of Prince Frederick — Account of the Danish trial of Struensee and 
Brs«id4^ Details of Danish Court life— Lord North made a Knight of thS 
Garter — Fordyce’s bankruptcy, — Disastrous consequences of it — Great 
failures — Run upon the Bank of Edinburgh — Partition of Poland — 
Conduct of the Empress of Austria — Want of spirit in the French po- 
licy 117-120 


July. 

Scrutiny for new Sheriffs — Aldermen Oliver and Lewes the popular candi- 
dates — Account of Hugh Kelly, the playwright (see note) — Continuation 
of disasters in the City — Failure of four bankers 127, 128 

August. 

Plan for purchasing lands on the Ohio — Thomas Bradshaw — Lady Holder- 
ness — Lady Charlotte Finch — Ungovernable character of the Prince of 
Wales — Mr. Smeet — Mr, Stone —%Bilhop of Chester — Jjord North — 
Lord Hillsborough — Fears of Lord North -rr- Earl Gower — Lord North' 
takes advice from Rigby — Lord Weymouth — Resignation of Lord Hills- 
borough — Allen Lord Bathurst made ah Earl — Lord Dartmouth takes 
office — Illness of the Marquis of Rockingham .. .. .. •129-133 


September. 

Revolution in Sweden — Fordyce gives himself up — ^Is almost lauded as a 
martyr — The Duke of Gloucester’s .marriage made public — The King 
places the Duke under the same proscription as the Duke of Cumberland — 
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Walpole’s letter to the Duchess of Gloucester visits her — Kind re- 
ception — Mr, Legrand’s conversation with the Mhg on the Duke of Glou- 
cester’s marriage — "Walpole’s advice to^ the Duchess of Gloucester — 
Entrance of tthe Duk| of Gloucest^ — Kindly treatment of Walpole — 
Walpole writes to Lord Hertford a letter for Lord Hertford 4o show to the 
King touching the Duke of Gloucester’s marriage — The King’s re 4 ply — 
Lord Hertford’s advice — Walpole’s spirited reply — Meeting of the ljuchesses 
of Cumberland and Gloucester — The Duke of Gloucester’s temper 

Pages 134-143 


October. 

The Duchess of Gloucester applies for apartments for her children in Windsor 
Castle — The request is granted — Lord Hertford — Earl of Lichfield — 
Lady Charlotte Finch — The Duchess of Gloucester — Sir Edward Walpole 

— General Conway’s reforms in the Ordnance — The King’s anger at Con- 
way’s conduct on the Marriage Bill — Disgi’ace of Conway — Lord Townshend 

— His courage called in question — Capt&in Montgomery — Captain Osborn 

— Lord Bute — Ingratitude of Lord Townshend to Lord Bute — Arbitrary 
rule of Lord Townshend in Ireland approved by the King — Lord Townshend 
as a speaker — Lord Townshend removed from Ireland — Affront to General 
Conway — Conway’s love for his official duties — Walpole^jinterfercs in his 
behalf — Seeks Lord Hertford — Lord Hertford’s intercession — Lord North 

— Negociations in favour of Conway — Conway yields so far as to accept the 

Governorship of Jersey — Conway does not appear at the Duke of Glou- 
cester’s lev^e — The King’s pleasure at this — Conway made Governor of 
Jersey — The Duchess of Gloucester’s letter to Walpole respecting Conway’s 
and Lord Hertford’s absence at the lev^e — Walpole’s reply . . 144-169 


November. 

Walpole’s letter to the Duchess of Gloucester on her position with respect to 
the King and the Royal family — Walpole advises that the Duke.fshpuld go 
to the King and ask pardon — The Duchess of Gloucester is enceinte — 
Death of the Earl of Lichfield — Lord North made Chancellor of Oxford — 
Defeat of tlje Earl of Radnor af a oandidate for the Chancellorship — Wilkes 
offers himself for Lord Mayor of London — The Court party set up Alder- 
men Halifax and Shakespeare — Election for Lord Mayor — Deceitful con- 
duct of Alderman Oliver — Strong feeling in favour of Wilkes— Townsend 
is ret&rned by finesse — Anger of Wilkes — » Suspicion falls on Lord Shel- 
burne — Riots at the Guildhall ball — Parson Home mobbed — The Russian 
and Turkish war — The Crimea — Count Orloff — The Empress Catherine 
— Duties exacted from us at Dantzig — Abuses in the East India Company 
—Probability of India being lost to us — Affairs of the Company brought 
before Parliament— Richard Fitzpatrick moves the Address — Lord North 
— General Burgoyne — Fox at Newmarket (see note) , , . , 160-168 
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Decembeb. 

The East India Company resolve to send out Supervisors — Government objects 
— Burke’s speech on. the occasion Majority for Government — The Com-, 

pany hear^ by Counsel — Lord George Germaine— Duke of Kichmond— ^ 
The question comes before the Lords — Lord Bathurst’s Sunday visitors — 
Mr. ^kes’s fortune made in India — Exposed' by Mr, Wilkes — New disix>- 
sition of places in the Ministry .. .. Pages 169-172 


1773. 

Januaet. 

% 

Meeting of Parliament — Birth of another Prince — Mr. Andrew Stuart’s 
letters on the Douglas cause .. I 73 


Februaby. 

Sale -af the jewels of the Princess Dowager of Wales — Lord Townshend’# 
quarr^with Lord Bellamont — Duel -r- Lord Bellamont wounded — Petition 
of Navy Caplsains — Lord Howe — Lord Sandwich — Sir Gilbert Elliot — 
The expedition against th^ Caribbees — Sir William Young — Lord Hills- 
borough — T. Townshend — Examination of witnesses before the House — 
Loyal conduct of the French Governor of Martinique — Lord North threatens 
to resign — The King frightened — The King takes upon himself to bestow 
a large number of military preferments — ^flairs of the East India Company 
— Governor Johnston — Duke of Riehmond — ^^Townshend’s speech on tho 
Carribhean question — Ironical speech of Lord George Germaine — Lord 
North — Colonel Barrd — Colonel Burgoyne — General Howard — General 
Harvey — Sir Gilbert Elliot — Defeat o| the motion — The Duke and 
Duchess of Gloucester — The Duchess comes to town for her lying-in — 
The Opposition pay their court to the Duke and Duchess — The King first 
approves, and afterwards speaks with anger of the conduct of those who 
attend the Duke, of Gloucester’s levdes — Reception of the Duke of Glou- 
cester at the theatre — The Duchess Cuinberland’s reception — Townsend 
the Lord Mayor proposes to the Aldermen to urge short f^arliaments — < 
Wilkes opposes Townsend — Sir ‘William Meredith moves to reconsider 
the Thirty-nine Articles — Lord North throws out the motion — Sir 
Roger Nowdigate — Charles Fox — Charles Jenkinson — Sir Jotm Dal- 
rymple’s history — The India Dbrcctors — Impey — Sickness among the 
troops .. .. V •• •• •• 173-186 

March. 

Death of the King of Sardinia — Mason’s Epistle to William Chambers — 

, The King buys the book to tease Chambers ■— Finds an attack upon himself 
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— Lord. Bristol refuses to read it — Sir John. Dairy mple’s History — Acri- 
mony against the Scotch— -Lord Mansfield, disavows having aided Dalrympfe 
-^Lord Nuneham — ^Papers accusing Algernin Sidney transcribed for the King 
— 'Designs ageiinst Lord North — Lord Mountstewart— Lord North moves a 
grant for the East India Company Sir Basil Keith madQ> Governor of 
Jamaica — The City Kemonstrance — Drawn up by Wilkes — Death ~of the 
Earl of Chesterfield— -^His will — Presentation of the City Eemonstrance — 
f The King treats it as a joke . . . . . . . . . . Pages * 187- 190 

• " 

Supplement to March 

The City Remonstrance .. .. .. .. .. 190 

Wilkes’s letter .. ... .. .. .. .. .. 192 

The King’s reply to the City Remonstrance ^ 192, 193 


April. 

The Prussian Minister threatens to deparf — Affairs of the East India Com- 
pany — Lord North — Lord Cli\i 0 offended at the Secret Committee — News 
from the Caribs — Cession of part of their territory — Call of the House of 
^ Commons — The Sheriffs of Middlesex summon Wilkes — Conto^p'J^ of the 
City for the Court — Sir Thomas Robinson of Rokeby -r 'I’he House of 
Commons afraid of Wilkes — News from Boston — Rumours of a war witli 
France — Fall in the funds — Sir Charles Saunders named to the command 
of the fleet — Wilkes demands hft writ — Motion to hear Wilkes at^thc Bar 
— Motion rejected — Fears of war unfounded — Meeting of the freeholders 
of Middlesex — Resolutions to adhere to Wilkes’s election — Meeting of the 


Proprietors of East India Stock . . .. .. .. .. 104-200 

Supplement to April. 

Sir Fletcher Norton’s letter to the Sheriff of Middlesex .. .. 201 

The Sheriff’s reply .. 201 

Wilkes’s letter to the Speaker of the House of Commons . . 202-204- 


May. 

Petition of the Court of Proprietors of the East India Company — Lord Clive’s 
speech, — Defence of his Administration — Present of diamonds to the King 
— Bifrgoyne’s attack on Clive — Debates on £!live’s proceedings — Thurlow 
revives the feeling against I..ord Olive — Burgoyne’s resolutions carried — 
Fall of India stock — Recriminations of Wedderburn* and Burgoyne — 
Junius^ — Burgoyne’s election at Preston — The Court of East India Pro- 
prietors vote not to agree with the Government plan — The Duke and Duchess 
of Gloucester — Their levies deserted by a servile nobility — The Due de 
^ Choiseul and the French nobility contrasted with the English nobility and 
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the Duke of Gloucester — paltry excuses for their absence— Lord and Lady 
Waldcgrave The Countess of ..Powis — Pregnancy of the Ouches? of 
Gloucest# — Illness of the ifcke — Dn Jebbe — The Duke writes to the 
King — The King’s delay in answerj^ng — The Duke writes%gain — Unfeel- 
ing messag* of the King — Cruel conduct of the fang— Finn attitude of 
the Duke of Gloucester — The Duke of Eichmond, Lord George Germaine, 
Sir William Meredith, and Lord Eockingham on Jhe Duke of Gloucester’s 
marriage — Circumstances of the marriage — Walpole’s interview with the 
Duke of Gloucester — The King^ields — Walpole’s advice to Aie Duke of 
Gloucester — The Dyke of Gloucester’s indignation at the threatened Com- 
mittee of Liquiry — Charles II.’s conduct .in compelling the Duke of 
York to acmowledge his marriage favourably contrasted with the King’s 
in ignoring the Duke of Gloucester’s marriage — Lord Nortli and the 
Duchess of Argyle well disposed to the Duke of Gloucester — Sensible con- 
duct of the Duke — Imbecility of the Lords Commissioners, Archbishop 
Cornwallis, Lord Bathurst, and Dr. Terrl^k, Bishop of London — Inquiry 
into the Duke of Gloucester’s marriage —7 Examination of the Duke and 
Duchess — Deposition, of the Bishop of Exeter — Inquiry into the Duke of 
Cumberland’s marriage — Visit 4rom Lord Hertford — Lord Hertford fright- 
ened at the Duke of Gloucester’s boldness — Sir Edward Walpole’s congra- 
tulatory letter — Lady Gower — Council on the Duke’s marriage — Lord 
Cam4^ — Mean conduct of the King and Lord Mansfield — Persecution of 
the Pmm of Gloucester — The King proposes the marriage over again — 
The Duke of Crloucester’s reply — The Archbishop of Canterbury — Triumph 
of the Duke — Disingenuousness of the King — The Duchess of Gloucester 
gives birth to a Princess — East Indian Affairs — Duke . of Eichmond — 
Lord North — Accusation of Lord Clive — Lord Clive’s able and interesting 
Defence — General Burgoyne moves that iLord Clive abused his powers— 
Sir William Meredith, Thurlow, Fox, and fcolonel Barrd support General 
Burgoyne’s motion — Wedderhurn, Conway, Saunders, Burke, and Lord 
George Germaine support Lord Olive — Defeat of Lord North — Bill of 
Eegulations .. .. .. .. .. ,. Pages 205-246 


June. 

Generals Monckton and Clavering — Wilkes "proposes to congratulate the 
King on the birth of a child to the I]^ik?of Gloucester — Fjesh attacks on 
Lord Olive'— Andrew Stuart — Lord' Mansfield’s memory qf injuries — 
Debate on the India Bill in the Lords — Admirable speech of the Duke of 
Eichmond — The King’s journey to Portsmouth Lord Sandwich— The 
King’s statue — Highway •robbery in St, James’s Square — Lord North’s 
Budget — The East India Bill passed in the Lords — Lord Shelburne’s con- 
version — News* from America — The Bostonians disclaim the authority of 
• Parliament— The,House of Lords smiles ’’—The King’s visit to Portsmouth 
— His enthusiastic reception — Christening of the^Duke of Gloucester’s 
daughter — The King invited to be godfather, refuses — The fo 
mortify the Duke refuses to review his regingent .. .. .. 247-262 
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July. 

Prorogation of Parliament — Miller fined 2^00?. for an accnsa1#ln of Lord 
Sandwich — 'Jhe India Company vote not to employ General Clavering — 
Lord North ian'-alled 'Chancellor Oxford — General .Mo;^ton cast in 
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August. 
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Gloucester — Coldness of the Duke of Cumberland — Death of George Lord 
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September. 
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Augustus Hervey — Marries the Duke of Kingston — His will '—Lady 
Mary Wortley Montagu — The Duke of Cumberland at Calais — Goes to the 
play Present to the players — Conduct of the players — East Indian 
affairs .. .. .. .. .. »» .. .. 258-*261 


October. 
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Townsend maltreated by the mob — Sawbridge accuses Wilkes of slander 

— Discoveries amongst the papers of the Jesuits — Annoyance of the Pope 
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. Lord Harcourt — Discussion in the Irish House respecting Lord Townshend, 

— Proposed tax on absentees — Conduct of the absentees — Lord Rocking- 
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Shelburne — Edmund Burfe — The letter of the five Lords to Lord North 

— Lord North’s reply — OTaracter of tlie five Lords — Lord and Lady 

Gower — Rigby — The King’^ atifention to him — Lord North arid Mr. 
Rigby ... 262-268 


November. 

The remonstrance against the Absentee tax — Mr, Fortescue — Lord Clermont 
-^ Measures of the Court — Lord Hertford — Colonel Bla^iiiere — Impolitic 
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Wilhes arid Townshend — General Moyston- — King’s favour to him— 

Rejection, of the tax o!i absentees — Recantation of Fludd . . 269-274 
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Supplement to Beeemher, 
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Struck off the list of chaplains .. .. .. 294-299 



CONTENTS OP YOL. I. 


Febkuary* 

The disturbances at Boston — The Earl of Stair’s maiden speech — Lord 
Buckinghanf s motion — General ;Clgbvering appointed to the command in 
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— Lord North’s ironical speech — Dowdeswell — Wilkes — Woodfall the 
printer ordered to attend — Appears at the bar of the House — His excuse 

— Charles Eox counsels harsh measures — Herbert and Sir William Meredith 
for moderation — Lord North .proposes to send Mr. Woodfall to the Gate- 
house — Dowdeswell shows % precedent for milder measures — Lord North, 
willing to yield, appeals to Charles Fox — Fox indecently adheres to his 
original harsh proposition, but is defeated — Letter of “ A South Briton ” — 
The Rev. John Home committed to th? custody of the Serjeant at Arms — 
Invective on the Revolution Yiolence of the press — Yirulent satire on 
Lord Lyttelton — Charles Fox complains of the press — T. Jownshend 
throws in Lord North’s teeth the pensions paid to Drs. JohnspiwsSSd Sheb- 
beare and Sir John Dairy mple — Lord North denies the latter — Lord 
Bute — Defeat of the Administration — Home surrenders^ — Sawbridge — 
Description of Mr, Horne — His skilful defence — Wedderburn — Woodfall 

— Defence by Dunning —r Lord Shelburne — Colonel Barrd — Examination 
of Woodfall — Address of Horne — Examination of Woodfall’s men — 
Horne’s defence — Herbert and Phipps vote his discharge — Fox, disap- 
pointed, blames Lord North — Colonel Barre’s speech — Home ordered to 
be at liberty — The Ordinary of the Navy — Copyright decision — Dismissal 
of Charles Fox — The Queen delivered of another Prince — Fox and Burke 

— Petition from Woodfall dismissed — Sir Edward Astley’s motion for 

making Grenville’s Select Committee Bill perpetual — Lord North’s indeci- 
sion — Debate on the Select Committee Bill — Sir John Molesworth, Lord 
North, James Grenville, Stephen Fox, T. Townshend, Sir jGeoi^i Younge, 
Jenkinson, Penton, Colonel Barr^, and General Burgoyne, on the* Bill — 
George Selwyn and Charles Fox — 3^e King’s dislike to Fox — Fox in diffi- 
culties — ^^necdotes of Fox — M. Hrake, Phipps, Sir George Germaine, Sir 
Gilbert Elliot, and others, on Mr. Grenville’s Bill — Mr. Rigby’s coarse de^^ 
fence of Government — Defeat of the Government Pages S00r 325 

March. 

WoodfaU’s petition agreed to — Popularity of Mr. Grenville’s Bill — The Bill 
carried, to the Lords — City address to the King on the birth of the Duke of 
Cambridge — New promotions — The American question — Lord North, Mr. 
Rice, Wedderbufh, Burke, &c., on American affairs — Want of any plan in 
American affairs -—^Strong feeling against the Bostonians — Grenville’s Bill 



CONTENTS OP VOL. I. 


xvii 


debated in the House of Lords and carried — East Indian affairs — Lord 
North moves to remove the Custom-house from Boston — Colonel Bavre de- 
clares the Americans ought to%e XJanished for their ingratitude — Calvert 
proposes to take away, charters — Tlip Bill read a first timer to remove the 
Custom-ho^.se from Boston — Sjoeeches of Mr. Herbert, Lord North, Bamber' 
Gascoyne, Mr. Montagu, and others — Character of Mr. Montagu — Colonel 
Barrd^s defence of the Bostonians — Petition fron^ Massachiissets Bay re- 
jected — Edmund Burke’s oration — The Bill read in the Lords — Attacked 
by the Duke of Eichmond and^Lord Camden — Lords Gower, Temj)le, 
Mansfield, and Lyttelton, support the ^ill — News arrives of the taking of 
Tangier — General Smith — The Massacliussets Bay Bill — Lord George 
Gennaine’s speech on the Bill — Career of Lord George Germaine — llis 
dofectioh — .Efforts of the King — State of jjarties — Lord George Germaine 
offered the reversion of the AVardenshii) of the Cinque Ports — Refuses it, 
and demands the Master-Generalship of the Ordnance — Walpole agitates 
against him — Conversation with the Duk%of Gloucester' — The Cssarina’s 
disclosure to General Loyd .. .. .. .. Pages 326-347 


April. 

The Middlesex election — Colonel LuttrelPs complaint of the Sheriffs — Lord 
Beauchamp moves the Orders of the day — Charles Fox seconds ColoncL 
Luttrefl Fox attacks Lord North — Lord North’s witty reply — Sir 
Charles Whifworth’s Bill for the better regulation of the government of 
Massachussets road a first time — The King’s Message taken into considera- 
tion — General Conway reproaches the Govevhment for their desi3otic mea- 
sures in America — Rose Fuller moves the repeal of the Tea Bill — Burke’s 
speech received with applause — Glover makes a good speech on a matter of 
trade — Ballot for Directors of the East India Company — “ Civil Jurisdic- 
tion Bill” (America) — Rose Fuller and Sir George Saville denounce 
Government for condemning the Americans without being heard — Con- 
way’s defence of the Americans — Lord North’s rejfiy — Sir George Youngo 
and General ' Johnston blame the injustice of Administration — Governor 
Fownall intimates that the Americans are in rebellion — Rigby’s sx)eecb — 
Fox’s defence Qf the Americans — Anecdote told by Sir Richard Sutton to 
sho^srtTio levelling system in America .► 348-3r)6« 

Mai^ 

Petition from Americans resident in London against sending troops against 
•them — The petition only suffered to lie on the table — Insolence of the 
Court party — Third reading of the Massachussets Bill — Lord ^hatharn 
disapproves the rigoiy usefl towards Boston — Rumours respecting Lord 
Chatham — Dunning strongly opposes the third reading of the Massachus- 
sets Bill — Lord Caermarthen defends Government — Rigby’s impudent 
si)eech — General Conway’s prediction — Lord George Germaine comes 
round to the Government — Fox assails Lord George frermaine’s position — 
Burke’s statement — Rebutted by Lord North — ^ir George Saville again 
protests against the wrong of condemning the Americans unheard Sir 
VOL. I. 
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William Meredith renews his motion for reviewing the Thirty-nine Articles 

— Sir Eoger Newdigate offers his usual opposition — Burke’s defence of the 

Articles — Government of Canada — Loins the Fifteenth seized with the 
small-pox — rfrhe Dul|e and Duche^ of Cumberland arrive in England — 
Magnifieently treated by the Pope — The Bostonian Bill iiifthe Lords — 
The Duke of Eichmond and Lord Camden support the Bostonians — Pul- 
teney, Mansfield, and^Sandwich support Government — Death of Louis the 
Fifteenth — Accounts from Boston — The Quebec Bill — The Duke of Eich- 
mond, Lords Eockingham, Gower, Sandwich, Dartmouth, Hillsborough, on > 
the Bill — ‘ Considerations on the Present Measures ’ — Eeported saying of 
the King — Complaisance* of the Bishops — The* Budget — Lord North’s 
speech — Eetiring pensions (see also note) — Lord Chatham’s conduct — 
Third reading of the Bill for providing Quarters for the Officers and Troops 
in North America — Lord Temple speaks with animosity — Lord Chatham’s 
entry in black velvet boots and leaning on a black stick — Compliments 
Lord Sandwich — The oratioj^ ineffective — Lord Chatham’s pride and mad- 
ness — Picture of him by Walpole — The Bostonians, hearing of severe 
measures, intend to stand on their defence Pages 357-371 

June. 

Bill to relieve booksellers — Sir John Dalrymple opposes it, and arrai^ news- 
papers — He is stated to have received from these same bool^sellers 2000?. for 
his book — The City of London present a petition against the Quebec Bill — Dr. 
Marriot — General Murray — Lord North — Townshend — Charles Fox — Burke 
makes an angry speech on the Quebec Bill — Lord North — ^News anives that 
New York takea part with Boston — Wedderburn and Governor Hutchinson 
burnt in effigy — Choiseul’s. justification for the surrender of Canada (see note) 
— Strong opposition to the Quebec Bill — ^Lord Chatham bitterly arraigns the 
Bill — Lord Stanley’s entertainment (see note) — Debate in the Lords — 
Conduct of the Bishops — The Duke of Gloucester votes against the Court 

— Unpopularity of the Bill — The Clergy — Presbyterians — Bishoprics in 
America — Comparison between George III. and Charles I. — Eeflections of 
Walpole on the aspect of thb times — The City of London vote a strong 
petition to the King not to pass the Bill — The King goeS to thet0ouse of 
Lords and passes the Bill — Prorogation of Parliament — Alarm 'bf the 
Court — General Moyston — Lord Mansfield — The King threatened on his 
way to the House — The D^chtss of Gloucester delivered of a second 
Princess — Election of Sheriffs — The Court candidates elected — Accounts 
from America — Death of Zaehary Pearce, Bishop of Eochester .. 372-3,^2 

July. 

I>eath of Lord Holland — His great wealth — Soleimrfast in Virginia in behalf 
of Boston — Association in Maryland against trade with' England — Trea- 
sonable papers affixed at St. James’s and other public plades — The Duchess 
of Kingston return^ to England — Christening of the Duke of Gloucester’s 
daughter — Death of^Lady Holland . . 383, 384 
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August. 

Tjnpromising news from Americ?^— Solemn league and covenant not to trade 
with Great Britain — General Gage declares the league illegal — North, 
Wedderburn, and iGutchmson burrft in effigy —r Pi ve hundred soldiers de-. 
sert — Affairs of the Duke of Gloucester — Proposed application to Parlia- 
ment — Letter of Walpole to the Duchess of Gloucester on the affairs of the 
Duke Provision for the Duchess and her ohildi^n — Application to tlio 
King — Cold reply of the King — Threat of the Duke of Gloucester — 

' Brutal answer of the King — Sir William Meredith enrolled In the Court — 
Meredith and Onslow excuse themselves fibni waiting on the Duke of Glou- 
cester — Howard and Blaquiere made Knights^of the Bath — Unfavourable 
accounts from America — General Gage advises Ministers to persist — Peace 
between the Russians and the Turks — Rumoured death of Lord Lyttelton 

— Lord Mansfield goes to Paris — Relations with Prance .. Pages 385-395 

September. 

Gloomy aspect of affairs — Intend^ dissolution — Dr. Franklin (see note) — 
Lord North — The King’s debts — Probability of war — Reasons for the 
dissolution — Bad news from America —Effect of Mr. Grenville’s Bill — 
Unfavourable ^^rae for the elections — General Conway — Intrigues against, 
him — The Duke of Grafton — ;Mis weakness — His conduct to General 
Conway — Whlpole bestirs himself for General Conway — Rigby at th«r 
Duchess of Grafton’s — Gives the Duke notice of the dissolution — Colonel 
Keene — Electioneering topics — Embarrassment of the Duke of Grafton — 
Conversation with Lady Hertford — Character of Lady Hertford — Character 
of Lady Ailesbury — The Duke of Richmond — Mrs, Darner — Anecdote 
of Mrs. Darner — Her decision and character — General Sir Robert Rich 

— His character — Anecdote of him — Quarrels with Conway — Conway 
abroad— The King dismisses Sir Robert Rich from his service .. . 396*409 

October. 

Dissolution of Parliament — Lord Barrington sent by the King to Lady Ailes- 
hxiY^ ^ Penetration of Mrs. Darner — Duplicity of the King — Colonel 
Keene’s message from Lord North — Lord North’s handsome conduct' — 
Conway’s independence — Arrival of Lord Hertford — His chicanery — 
Remarkable scene at Lord Hertford’s* — Walpole’s strong letter to Lord 
Hertford — Letter from Lady Hertford — Lord Hertford promises to come 
to Walpole — Walpole declines his acquaintance — Lady Hertford — Her 
amiable character and spirited conduct — The Earl of Hertford visj^s Wal- 
pole — The quarrel ali an Aid tip Lord Hertford sends for Walpole — The 
Duke of Grafton, throws Conway over — Treachery of the Duke of Grafton 

— The borough of Thetford — Bad news from Amerfca — General Gage 
implores more men and ships — Letter to Conway — Conway likely to be 
offered the command in America — The elections — Election for Mayor- — 
Wilkes elected — The duration of his influence — Qandidates for Middlesex 

— Sir John Hawkins — His * History of Music ’ — Account of him (see note) 
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‘—Majority for Wilkes’s nominees — A poll demanded — Conduct of Alderman 
Townsend — The city of Westminster — Percy — The Earl of Lin- 
coln— Earl Stanhope — Anecdote of Lord Percy’s pennrionsness {see note) 
Lord Mahon ctands for^ Westminster (jn liberal principles — Humphrey Cotes * 
— Lord Monntmorris associated with Lord Mahon for Westminister — Alarm 
of the Duke of Horthumberland — Lord Thomas Clinton nominated .on the 
Court side— Death of^Pope Ganganelli — His contest with the Jesuits— Their 
persecution of him— Plis death and su^icious circumstances attending it — 
Supposed to have been poisoned by th.^ Jesuits in the Sacrament — Letter 
from Sir Horace Mann, describing his death — Election for the City — 
Wilkes and Glynn elected for Middlesex — Losses of the Court party — 
Proclamation against the export of gunpowder — Colonel Lee — Lords Percy 
and Clinton returned for Middlesex Pages 410-4:28 


November. 

Wilkes abused by the Court and Scotch faction — Answer in the ‘Public 
Advertiser,’ signed “Toby” — Chancellor Apsley and Mr. Wilkes — Advices 
from America — Spread of the discontent — Burke elected for Bristol — 
Death of Thomas Bradshaw The King’s liberality to his widow and 
children — The Duke of Athol drowned — Dr. Johnson publishes ‘The 
Patriot’ — Dr. Shebbeare’s ‘Answer tO|/3^erios’ — Death' of I-ordfClive — 
Dr. Eothergill — Lord Clive dies by his own hand — The printers of the 
‘ South Briton ’ tried and sentenced for a libel on Charles Fox — Results of 
the elections — Inactivity of the Rockingham party and the Dissenters — 
Wilkes’s treatment of Burke in tljp Westminster election — A sermon at 
Bristol before Burke — Death by dropsy of Lord Holland — Meeting of the 
new Parliament — Sir Fletcher Norton — Accident to, and death of, Dr. 
Johnson, Bishop of Worcester — Dr. North named his successor — De- 
bate on the King’s speech in the Lords — Speeches of the Duke of Rich- 
mond, Lords Hillsborough, Shelburne, Camden, Dartmouth, Talbot, and 
Lyttelton 429-435 


December. 

c- 

Debate on the King’s Speech in the Commons — Lord Beauchamp and Mr. De 
Grey move the Address — String feeling against the Americans — Success 
of the Court party — Panic causc^by the state of American affairs — George 
Grenville — Lord Lyttelton moves to open the door of the Lords — Lord 
Weymouth seconds him — Rigby and the Court disappointed — Debates- on 
the ^rmy and navy — Admission of Lord Beauchamp—^ Burke makes a 
fine speech on American affairs — Alariiiing^newsefrom America — Dismay 
of the Administration — Influence of Lord Mansfield, and Jenkinson — 
Vacillating conduct of Ministers — Increase of the national debt 436-441 
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^ Januaby. 

A remarkal)k advertisement — Who^is to succeed ‘Mr. Bradsliaw ? — The . 
American merchants petition Parliament against the late measures of 
Administration — Burke’s famous speech on the repeal of the tea duty — 
Description .of that speech and of Burke’s oratory in general. — Burke a 
stockjobber — The American merchants — Dissensions in the Cabinet — 
Lord North for moderate measures — Mansfield and Jenkinson for carrying 
out a high policy — The Bedfords vacillate — Glasgow dissatisfied — The 
West Indian merchants’ petition — Desertions amongst the soldiery at 
Boston — Distress of the King — More regiments ordered to Boston — Meet- 
ing of Parliament — American papers laid before the House of Commons — 
Lord Chatham moves in the House of Lords to recall troops from Boston — 
Debate in the Lords — Lords Shelburne, C^den, and the Duke of Ttich- 
mond for the motion — Lords Suffolk, LyttMton, Townshend, Gower, Wey- 
mouth, and Bochford vote for the Court — Petition of the merchants of 
London on American affairs — • Another from Bristol — Debate against 
observing the 30th of January — Wilkes considers it rather a festival than 
a fast — Alderman Haylcy’s petition — Lord George Germaine — Charles 
Fox alLacks Lord North — Sir George Savillo — Colonel Barrd — A petition* 
from the ager^ts of the eolonics Injected .. .. Pages 442-450 

FeBRTJABT.' 

Lord Chatham’s Bill for conciliating America — Ministers reject it — The 
French Court Lord Gower complains of the conduct of Lord Chatham — 
Tlie Duke of Grafton announces a Bill of his own — Lord Mansfield absents 
himself — Sawbridge proposes triennial Parliaments — Wilkes and Mr. 
Moysey support it — Lord North’s irresolution — His plan for carrying on 
the war — His speech — Beinforcoment of General Gage — Dunning’s reply 
Jo Lord North — Speech of the Attorney-General — Five thousand men in 
arms against Government in New Hampshire — Colonel Grant — Fox makes 
a fine^peech against Government — Grenville’s defence. The House votes 
in favour of carrying on the war — Want of policy in the Opposition — 
Burke makes a long and pathetic speech — Barrd sx>Gaks with more fire — 
The Opposition flag — Maiden speech g^f §ir Bobert Smith — The Address 
communicated to the Lords — Attsccks on Lord Mansfield He is threat- 
ened with impeaclunent — His defence. — The Duke of Grafton attacks Lord 
Mansfield — • State of the fleet discussed — Publication of the debates in the 
Lords complained of by Lord Lyttelton — Sir Francis Molesworth, ^erjeant- 
at-Arms, sent to take*up tlie printer — The printer not “ at home ” — The 
printer writes to Sir Francis to tell him at what time he would be at home — 
The Lords hesitate — The Court eagerly push forward the war — Sir Jeffery 
Amherst offered the command, which he declines — Howe, Burgoyne, and 
Clinton made Majors-General unde/ Gage — Their characters — - Lord 
^ North moves to put the trade of America ijndet tcmx:)orary restrictions 
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2000 seamen asked — Temple Luttrell opposes tlie demand Lord Noxfcli 
offers terms of pacification — The Ministry frightened— Broken into factions 

— Lord North^s plan very similar, to Lord Chatham’s — Astonishment of 
Parliament and the people — Flucftiating conduct of Ministers exposed — 
The Ministry in danger — The Secret Junto come forward to rescue it — 
Wedderhurn shows that conciliation means no conciliation — Insincerity of 
the Ministry — The Motion carried — Surprise without the Hodse — The 
stocks rise — Wilkes’s motion for rescinding the Acts of the last Parliament^ 
respecting the Middlesex election — lS>rd North threatens to resign if the 
motion is carried — Debate on the motion — Wilkes draws a portrait of the 
Duke of Grafton — Vann accuses Wilkes of , blasphemy — Bill against Mas- 
sachussets-»-Lord EflSngham — Moves to have a pamphlet called ‘ Present 

■ Crisis with respect to America considered ’ burnt by the common hangman 

— The Bill offering self-taxation to the Americans debated General 

Burgoyne’s speech in favour of the motion .. *. Pages 451-466 


March. 


The merchants heard against the Massachussets* Bill — Aspect of affairs in 
America — ‘ The crisis ’ — Rigby ridicules the House of Lords — Warm dis- 
cussion in that House — Lord Sandwich accuses the Duke of Richmond of 
encouraging libels against the King — The Duke of Richmond makes him 
ask pardon — ‘ A State Tinker ’ — Lord figot — Dowdeswe^’s ^eath at Nice 

— Cardinal Braschi chosen Pope, and takes the name of Pius the Sixth — 
Petitions for and against the Americans — Cooper moves the engrossment of 
the Bill against Massachussets — First occasion on which the word starva- 
tion was used — Fox’s speech — Jenkinson upholds the exercise of power— 
Our force in America — Dundas’s heartless speech — Lord George Cavendish 
ridicules him — Burke breaks out into bitter invective — Styles the sup- 
porters of the Bill ‘the blackest traitors* — The Lord Advocate charges the 
Opposition with the war — Lord North moves a similar bill for other states 
in America — State of Ireland — The Whiteboys commit great ravages — 
Dr, Johnson’s ‘ Taxation no Tyranny f — Walpole’s character of Dr. Johnson 

— Maepherson — Ossian’s poems — The Scotch Jacobites — Death of the 

Princess Caroline, youngest daughter of the Duke of Gloucester — JJhe King 
affronts the Duke of Gloucester and refuses burial for his child in the' Royal 
vault at Westminster — The Duke has a vault made at Windsor — Lord 
Hertford frightens the King d^y intimating that the Duke of Gloucester 
might maki the affair public — Insignificance of German Princes — George 
Grenville and Lord Bulkeley move to bring in a bill for allowing Members 
of Parliament to vacate their seats — The Chiltern Hundreds — Lord North’s 
imprudence — The New FiUgland Fishery B^l — Death of Lord Bristol at 
Bath — Results of it — Conway’s election prospect® — The young Princess 
Caroline lies in state at Gloucester House — Carried to Windsor* — Burke’s 
plan for pacifying America — Large majority against Burke — Wilkes gives 
notice of a Reform Bill next session — Lord Weymouth made Groom of the 
Stole — Protest against the Massachussets Bill — Grenville’s Election Bill — 
Bill for disfranchising Hindon — Lord Hertford tries to quash the bill — 
Charles Fox attacks Rigby 467-479 
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April* 

New bill against the refractory Coloni^ — The Opposition, disgusted, absent 

themselves General Conway laments the measures of Government 

Rigby attacks Conway — High talking with respect to America — Lord 
John Cavendish reproves Rigby’s indecent levity -»• Maiden speech of the 
Marquis of Granby — Follows the policy of Lord Chatham — T, Townshend 
ridicules Rigby — Conway votes against the Court — The Livery of London 
vote a strong remonstrance to the American Bills, and Wilkes presents it — 
His respectful conduct to the King — The King declines to receive future 
remonstrances from the City except in their corporate capacit^p The Huke 
of Gloucester enters the proofs of his marnage in the journaM)f the House 
of Lords — The Irish fisheries — State of Ireland — Motion to sell Somerset 
House to pay the King’s debts — Adjoi.irnment of the Houses — The 
Generals sail for Boston — Parliament mpets^ again .. Pages 480-485 


May. 

Accounts from America — Position of General Gage — Apprehension of the 
Spaniards — Lord Grantham — The Budget — Wilkes’s reply to the Lord 
Chamberlain -^Ramsay, the King’s painter — Account of the Ramsays (see 
note) — Remonstrance from New York — Burke intends to present it — The 
Court throw out the petition by a large majority — The bishops — Death of 
Caroline Matilda, Queen of Denmark — Strange, the engraver — L#d Bute 
— The Royal Academy — Lord Camden moves for a repeal of the Quebec 
Bill — Lord Mansfield opposes the motion — Lord Shelburne — Lord Lyt- 
telton attacks Lord Camden — Lord Bristol — The Spanish annaments - — 
The Quebec Bill — Sir George Saville moves its repeal in the Commons 
supported by Fox — Burke’s plan for the pacification of -America printed — 
The Duchess of Kingston surrenders herself to answer a charge of bigamy 
Parliament rises — The King’a Speech — Prince of Masserano — First 
victory obtained by the Americans .. ,, .. 486-491 


June. 

Captain Darby sent for by Lord Dartmouth — Refuses to go to Mm — Parson 
Horne opens a subscription for our brethren in America — The whole conti- 
nent of America thrown into a flame by the news of the victory — Boston 
invested — The King’s friends driven out of New York — Lord Dunmore 
has to leave Virginia The Administration thunderstruck, — Gaieties of 
the metropolis— •Regatta on the Thames — The Americans send over an 
address to Wilkes — Election for Sheriffs — Strong proceedings in the City. 
— The Earl of Effingham — Bad neivs pour in from America — Lord 
Chatham and the Duke of Richmond"^ Violent resolutions in the City 

492-495 
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General Gage — Eemonstrance to the King presented by the City— The 
dockyards -Half-pay officers not |aid— Mrs. Bradshaw —•J.ady Margaret 
Pordyce— Nuttal — Charles Fox — Jenkinson — News from America — Lord 
Lunmore forced to take refuge in the ships — Proclamation of -General 
Gage — The .LuttreBs — The Duke and Duchess of Gloucester set out for 
Italy — Attentions of the French Court to them — M. de Castries — Gene- 
ral opinion abroad that we should lo^fe America — Accounts received from 
Boston — Repulse of our troops — Recall of General Gage — Command 
-given to General Howe ~ Congress at Philadelphia — Washington named 
General-i^lphief — Attack by the Spaniards on Algiers repulsed — Foote 
and the Duchess of Kingston — Foote introduces her into a play — Loi'd 
Hertford stops the play — Correspondence between the parties Pages 496-499 


August. 

The King issues a proclamation declaring the Americans rebels — The Minis- 
ters order the prosecution of the printers of Horne’s advertisement — The 
London Association siibscrfbe* for supporting the printers — The Cabinet 
send for 20,000 Russians — The merchants of Dublin thank Wilkes, Lord 
Effingham, and the English Peers, who opposed the American war, 500, 501 

September. 

The shipwrights — Major Rogers neglected, goes over to the Americans — 
Admiral Greaves beaten at Boston — Recalled — Riot amongst the sailors 
at Liverpool — Addresses- — Death of Lord Bathurst — Meeting of the free- 
holders of Middlesex — Wilkes receives a letter from the Provincial Con- 
gress — Sawbridge Lord Mayor — The merchants of London present a strong 
address against the war — Wesley’s calm address to the Colonies 601-503 

October. 

Irish Parliament meets — ^^Blimders.of the Ministry — Admirable conduct of 
the"^ Americans — State of the fuBjds — Resources of trade — The Scotch 
party — Lord North — Apprtacl^of the session — Fears of the Ministry — 
Rigby — I'hurlow — The Duke of Grafton writes to Lord North on the 
errors of the war — Newmarket — Charles Fox — The Duke of Grafton in 
Opposition — The Bedfords alarmed — The Duke of Grafton vacillates — Fox 
agaki meets the Duke at Newmarket — The^Provincials seize Nova Scotia — 
The Court attempt to intimidate Wilkes — Absu1l:d charge against Sayer — 
Warrants issued for apprehending two dissenting divines — Incendiary 
papers distributed inviting the people to rise and prevent the meeting of 
Parliament — Extraordinary speech of the King —The addresses — Debate 
on the speech — The Duke of Grafton condemns the speech — The Bishop 
of Peterborough — Lord Lyttelton — Lord Ferrers — Lord Gower — Lord 
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BochfdSrd — The Court carry the day — Debate in the Commons on the 
Address — General Conway’s speech — Fox makes a brilliant speech Saw- 
\ndge announces his intention^of impeaching Ministers — lleport on the 
Address — Gibraltar — Colonel Barr^ — Lord North’s reply, to Adam — 
Rigby — Governor J ohnston — Sayer carried before Ldrd Mansfield — Colonel • 
Keene Walpole’s place in the Custom-house — Conversation with Colonel 
Keene respecting it •=- Temptation held out to Walpole — Folly of it 

' Pages 504-517 

NoVafiMBEK 

Several Lords protest against the Address — 28,Q00 seamen proposed in the 
Commons — Lord North no longer pacific — General Conway upbraids him 

— The seamen carried without a division — The Duke of Manchester in the 
Lords, and Sir James Lowther in the Commons, move a censure on em- 
ploying the Hanoverians without consent of Parliament — Dunning re- 
proaches Lord North with the mode in which ^addresses had been obtained — 
The Duchess of Kingston petitions the House of Lords for her trial — Mr. 
Pownall arrives from Quebec — Temple Luttrell made a motion for pacifica- 
tion with America — Its ill-succ%ss. — Debate on the Army — A violent 
speech of Wilkes on giving up the mayoralty to Sawbridge — The j)rivy 
seal taken from the Duke of Grafton — Ministerial changes — Lord George 
Sackville Germaine becomes a Minister — The Earl of Suffolk — The Earl 
of Dartmouth j3ecomes Lord Privy Seal — Lord Rocbford dismissed with a 
pension — Lord Weymouth takes his place — Other ministerial changes — 
Infamous conduct of Lord Lyttelton — Insincerity of the King — The Duke 
of Richmond — Governor Penn examined before the House — Recriminations 
between Lords Sandwich and Shelburne — General Gage arrives from 
Boston — The Duke of Grafton — The Militia — Burke makdfe his concilia- 
tory motion — Offends Dunning and Barr^ — Lord Camden, Lord Ossory, 
and Richard Fitzpatrick go into Opposition — Charles Fox — Wedderburn 

— Lord George Germaine — Rejection of the conciliatory plan — Lord North 

moves to repeal the Boston and Massachussets’ Bill — T. Townshend and 
(ilonway censure the severity of the new bill — The King’s power oyer the 
Militia limited to seven years — Fox — Ackland attacks Fox with gross 
personality — Fox’s reply — Death of Sir John Hill — Account of him (see 
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A GENTLEMAN whom Lord Eochford^ had made Consul at 
Messina died, and gave his whole fortune, between 3000^. 
and 4000^., to his patron. Nobody wanted money more 
than the Earl ; yet he immediately gave the whole legacy 
to the testator’s family. 

lAih, Robert Henley, Earl of Northington,® formerly 
.Lord Chancellor, died. The Comte de Guines, Embassa- 
dor from France, arrived here again. 


‘ Willkin Henry Nassau Zulestein, 
Earl of llochford, Secretary of Stdte. 

* Loi'd Nortliington was one of the 
‘♦■swearing Chancellors,” but a man of 
good sense also. . In liis last illness he 
was recommended to avail himself of the 
services of a certain prelate. “ He will 
never do,” said tlie Chancellor ; “ I 
should have to acknowledge that one of 
my heaviest sins was in l^vihg*made 
him a bishop.” Lord Northington’s 
coarse wit was inherited by his daugh- 
ter, Lady Bridget Fox Lane, whose 
jokee^ and smart sayings delighted the 

S and Queen, and made of Lady 
jet a sort of court jester. Her 

:voL. I. 


mother, who was an ignorant woman, 
once told George III. that their couutiy . 
house, the Grange, was built by Imligo 
J€^e8^ To this the King replied that 
he “tbougjit so by the sly 1(3.” When 
her Ladyship related this conversation 
to Lord Nortliington, the latter re- 
marked, to her suiprise, that ho could 
not well tell which was the freatc3r 
fool, slio or his Majesty. A reference 
to Nortlnngton’s death 'will be found in 
Walpole s letter to Mann, Jan. 21, 1772, 
and a sneer at Lady Bridget’s wit in 
a letter to Lady Ossory, March 27, 
1773.--D. 
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15/A, Sir Charles Hptham, Groom of the Bedchamber 
to the King, and Mr, William Hamilton,® Minister /it 
Naples, were made Knights/f the Bath. 

20/A. Wilkes published an answer to one Stephens (a 
prisoner who had^distinguished himself by acting and writ- 
ing in behalf of debtors) and others, who had attacked him 
for not showing more favour* to debtors in his capacity of. 
Sheriff ; and he promised to conform his conduct exactly 
to Magna Charta. He had a short time before, in con- 
versation with Thurlow, the ‘Attorney-General, told the 
latter he should print this defence the day before the 
meeting of the Parliaftnent ; and that a Junius would 
appear on the morning of the^meeting : both which hap- 
pened ; for on 

21.S/ was published along and able letter from Junius 
to Lord Mansfield, on his bailing Eyre, taken in the fact 
of stealing paper the last year.^ 

The Parliament met. The Duke of Beaufort® and the 
Earl of Pembroke® moved the Address in the Lords ; 
Lord Hinchinbrook^ and Mr. Frederic Vane in the Com- 
mons. There was not a word of opposition in either 
house — a most extraordinary event ! It was well said that 
the Parliament was not unanimous, but un-animous. 

25/A. An account came of the death of Princess Mary, 
Landgravine of Hesse, fourth daughter of KingGeoYgell.® 


3 A. younger son of Lord and Lady 
Archibald Hamilton [and subsequently 
husband of Nelson’s Emma Hamilton. 

^ Junius denounces Mansfield for 
violating thd law, inasmuch as that “ a 
felon under the circumstances of being 
taken in the fact, with the stolen goods 
upon him, and . making no defence, is 
not bailable by the Jaws of England,” 

* Homy Somerset, Duke of Beaufort. 


® Henry Herbert, Earl of Pembroke. 

^ John Montagu, Lord Hinchinbrook, 
eldest son of John, Earl of Sandwi^. 

® On the 27th of January the Pan- 
theon*in Oxford Street was first opened 
to a vast assembly of gay and disrepu- 
table people of alPranks, from May Fair 
to Drmy Lane. The death of the Prin- 
cess had a curious effect on tho^opening. 
** It is thought the company would have 
been still more numerous but for the 
sudden notice of the death of the Land- 
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29?A. The ministers in the House of Commons proposed 
toV^ugment the Navy to f6;000 men, it being necessary to 
keep a considerable force constantly m the Bast Indies. 
The Admirals Saunders* and KeppeP® said, that in their 
naval capacity they should approve the measure, but could 
not as members of Parliament ! Colonel Barre found some 
’faults, and said he had ndl changed his opinion of the 
Administration, but would support* the Government in 
everything that was right. The spirit of opposition was 
at an end, and the augmentation was voted without a 
division. 

The same morning a courier jfirom Denmark brought 
advice to the King that his.sister, the Queen of Denmark, ‘ 
had been suddenly sent prisoner (*with her youngest child,® 
whom the King of Denmark disavowed) to the Castle of 
Cronenbufg. , She had been seized at a masquerade with 
the physician, who was her lover and Prime Minister. 
Three or four noblemen were arrested at the same time, 
and accused of having partaken of her favours, of which 
she was said to be very liberal. The King, on being told 
she was secured, said, “ Then, I am a free man but the 
persons who had driven him to give the order told him he 
rau^t call to court the Queen Dowager,* his mother-in-law. 


gravine Hesse Oassel, wliich pre- | the English forciis in the last war. The 
vented many from going, on account,” first wife of Ohristiern VI. was Louisa, 
says Mr. Urban, “of not having been youngest daughter ofGeorge II. Charles, 
•prepared with mourning 1 ”-~D. hctedHary Prince of Brunswick, nephew 

® Sir Charles Saunders, Knight of the of Queen Juliana, married Augusta, 
Bath. (Eldest daughter of Ercdoric, Prince of 

•Augustus Keppel, brother ofGeorge, Wales, and sister of Carolina Matilda, 
Earl of Albemarle. Queen of Denmark. A niece of Queen 

^ . Caroline Matilda, youngest daughter Juliana was wife of the Prince Boyal of 
of Frederic, Prince of Waleft. Prussia, fTojjp wliom she was divorced 

2 K was a daughtej; for adultery. A sister of Christiern VII. 

® This was not true. by Queen Louisa * was married to her 

. ^ Juliana, or JuUa Maria, second wife first cousin* the Prince of Hesse, son of 
of Frederick V., and sister of the Duke the. Princess Mary of England, whose 
of Brunswick and of Prince Ferdinand, deatli happened tfes month, as is men- 
Knight of the Garter, and General of tioned in the preceding page. 

B 2 
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and her son. This young prince, named Frederick* aged 
about eighteen, and the Queen Dowager, were supposedySo 
be at the bottom of this revolution. Queen Caroline had 
been kept by her mother, the Princess Dowage/ of Wales, 
in the closest retirement, having scarce appeared eVen in 
the drawing-room, till she was married at sixteen' to the 
King of Denmark. She was 'hot yet twenty-one. King 
George, her brother, , was advised, considering the deplor- 
able state of her health, to conceal this new misfortune 
fiom the Princess of Wales, but he answered incautiously, 
“My mother will know everything, and therefore it is 
better that I should break it to her by degrees.” He 
therefore went to her directly, suddenly forbidding his 
levee, but half-an-hour before it was to begin, and thus 
^ was the first to publish the disgrace of his sister. Such an 
accumulated succession of mortifications has seldom fallen 
on a royal family is so short a space. They seemed to 
have inherited the unpropitious star of the Stuarts, from 
whom they are descended, as well as their Crown. The 
marriage of the Duke of Cumberland with Colonel Lut- 
trell’s sister, the dangerous illness of the Princess of Wales 
and Duke of Gloucester, and this dishonour of the Queen 
of Denmark, all happening within three months ! 
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FEBRUAEY. 

^nd. The following account of the Danish history, as it 
was sent hither to the King by Mr. Keith, our Minister 
at Copenhagen, was told me by a person who had it from 
his Majesty’s own mouth. There was a ball at court, which 
went on as usual till three in the morning, when, the Queen 
being retired, an obscure officer tapped Istruinsld,'^ the 
, physician and favourite, on the shbulder, and told him he 
was his prisoner. Istruinski in a rage asked him how be 
dared to speak in that manner, to him, who was Prime 
Minister, and had the whole power of the kingdom in his • 
hands ? The officer, and another, his companion, said it 
was in vain to resist ; and seizing him, carried him oftj and 
loaded him with irons. Count Rantzau then went into 
the Queen’s room, who was in bed, and rudely bade her 
rise. She did, but insisted on going to the King, which he 
said she must not, but she got the better, and went to the 
King’s chamber, but at the door of it stood a soldier with 
a (^awn sword, which he presented, and told her his oi'd'ers 
were to prevent her entering, even at the expense of her 
life. **Still she attempted to push forward ; but finding the. 
fellow determined, and that shg sjmuld lose her life, she 
desisted, surrendered herself,, .and was sent to tlie Castle, 
attended by only one lady. Mr. Keith represented against 
this usage, saying that, tjiough he could have no brder^lom 
his court, he yet thought it his duty to complain of such 
disrespect shown to his master’s sister j on which all her 
ladies were sent to her, and, though confined, she was treated 


1 Struensee. 
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»ith the former respect- Her infant daughter was shat up 
with her. The King, her husbaftd, was threatened, tha^^t 
he did not Acquiesce in all that was done, he should lose 
his Crown ; and that he must send for his motner-in-law ^ 
to all which he* submitted.— The King added to this 
account, that both the Queen Dowager and her son Prince 
Prederick were persons of no capacity or understanding, nor 
likely to have been authors of the plot. His Majesty said 
he did not suspect the Czarina neither, as the politics of the 
Danish Court had lately relapsed to the Eussian interest ; 
but he seemed to doubt whether the King of Prussia was 
not at the bottom of th^ conspiracy. With Struensee were 
seized six noblemen of his faction, amongst whom was one 
Brandt, who had been tl^ King’s favourite before the dis- 
graced Qount Holke, and who had now recovered the 
King’s good graces. Struensee had obtained ‘from the 
King a patent "that gave him the full power of Viceroy ; 
and on a late mutiny of the Guards he had signed a 
paper to them with the King’s signature, Christian VII. 

About a week after the account came. Count Malzaku, 
the Prussian Envoy, asked Mr. Dayrolles, with a sneer, 
“ Qu’est devenue votre Keine de Danemarc ? ” Dayrolles 
replied with spirit, “ Apparemment qu’elle est a Spandau 
avec votre Princesse Eoiale de Prusse.” — S/ie had been 
divorced for adultefy. 

6iA. Charles Fox, whose ambition was checked bv the 
inactivity* in Parliament, gave notice in the House of Com- 
mons that he intended on that day fortnight to make a 
motbn for the repeal of the Marriage Act, in order to 
bring in a new bill. His father. Lord Holland, had dis- 
tinguished himself in the late reign by his animated 
opposition to that bill. 

When Fox moved this repeal he had not read th^ 
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Marriage Bill, nor did till some days after. A few even- 
iitgs before, he had been It Brompton on two errands : one, 
to consult Justice Fielding oft the penaj laws,* the other, 
to borrow ten thousand pounds, which he brought to town 
at the hazard of being robbed. As thg gaming and ex- 
travagance of the young men of quality was arrived now 
at a pitch never heard of, i? is worth while to give some 
account of it. They had a club at one Almack s in Pall Mall, 
where they played only for rouleaus of 50L each rouleau ; 
and generally there was 10,000^. in specie on the table. 
Lord Holland had paid above 20,000Z. for his two sons. 
Npr were the manners of the gamesters, or even their 
dresses for play, undeserving notice. They began by pull- 
ing off their embroidered clothes^ and put on frieze great- 
coats, or turned their coats inside outwards for luck. They 
put on pteops of leather (such as worn by footmen when 
they clean the knives) to save their lace ruffles ; and to 
guard their eyes from the light, and to prevent tumbling 
their hair, wore high-crowned straw hats with broad brims, 
and adorned with flowers and ribbons ; masks to conceal 
their emotions when they played at Quinze. Each gamester 
had a small neat stand by him with a large rim, to bold 
they* tea, or a wooden bowl with an edge of ormolu, to hold 
their rouleaus. They borrowed great sums of Jews at ex- 
orbitant premiums. Charles Pox called his outward room, 
where those J ews waited till he rose, the Jerusalem Cham- 
ber. His brother Stephen was enormously fat*; ' George 
Selwyn said he was in the right to deal with Shylocks, as 
he. could give them pounds of flesh. 

For a few years *past a controversy had been carried on 
in pamphlets on the signature of the Thirty-nine Articles. 
Of late some conscientious clergymen had proceeded further, 
and formed themselves into a society for •attempting relieL 



8 last JOUBNALS OF HOEACl WAROLB. Feb. 

The younger men in the University of Cambridge had 
gonb heartily iato the scheme, hut had been rudely and 
tyrannically handjed by the Vice-Chancellor and Heads of 
Houses. One, Dr. Halifax, preached three sermons at St. 
Marys, Cambridge, against the conscientious. The' other 
University, ever devoted to the Church, was zealous in 
asserting their antiquated tenets. Even the Methodists' 
espoused the same ceyise, pretending themselves to be the 
purest sons of the Church of England ; and Madan,’^ once a 
buffoon and mimic, and who since his reformation had en- 
deavoured to cheat a poor old clergyman out of a living, 
wrote in defence of tlte Articles, and was much counte- 
nanced at Court, where piou^ or profligate rogues were 
equally welcome. Queen Caroline had much wished to 
make Dr. Samuel Clarke a bishop, but he would not sub- 
scribe the Articles again. I have often heaiji iny father. 
Sir Robert Walpole, relate that he sat up one night at 
Kensington Palace with the Doctor, till the pages of the 
backstairs asked if they would have fresh candles, my 
father endeavouring to persuade him to subscribe again, as 
he had for the living of St. James’s. Clarke pretended he 
had i/ien believed them. “ Well,” said Sir Robert, “ but if 
you do not now, you ought to resign your living to some 
man who would subscribe conscientiously.” The Doctor 
would neither resign his living nor accept the bishopric. 

The dissatisfied Clergy appointed a committee at the 
Feathers Tavern to manage their cause. The son of Dr. 
Law, Bishop of Carlisle, and another of his relations, 
attended their meeting, which demonstrated the Bishop’s 
opinion, though' he had not resolution'^ enough to declare 
himself openly. Lowth, Bishop of Oxford, an abler man. 

* “ Gb turn to Madan, and in Gospel truth, 

AntfThelypthorio lore, instruct. our youth.” 

Pursuits of Literature* — D. 
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and mcfre capable of figuring in a debate, bad encouraged 
the new party to expect iis countenance;, but abandoned 
them. They applied to Lord# John Cavendish,. and then 
to Sir George Saville, to present to the House of Commons 
their petition for dispensing with subscription, but both, 
though ’they supported it when it came thither, excused 
fliemselves from presenting* it. Lord North was very 
uneasy at the progress of this controversy, and not being 
able to prevent it, though resolved not. to favour the 
demand, recommended to his party great decency and 
moderation in treating it; but the High, Church and old 
Tories, secure of the King’s favour,, paid little regard to a 
Minister who, they knew, was but the servant of a junto 
that really governed; and though all other men allowed 
the absurdity of the Articles, and Agreed that the Bishops 
themselves* could not believe them, but that yet a door was 
not to be opened to farther innovation and religious disputes 
which are the most dangerous of faotions, the Tories still 
combated for their old Diana as stiffly as they could have 
done in the monkish ages. On the’* 

7t]i Sir William Meredith, seconded by Mr. Thomas 
Pitt, informed the House that he had in his hand a peti- 
tion, signed by many respectable clergymen, complaining 
of the subscription to the Thirty-nine Articles : ® that the 
grievances which affected the minds of those gentlemen were 
greater than any that could regard their properties : and 
that the whole clergy were obli§e3 to sign those^ Articles, 
which not three of them had ever defended. The peti- 
tioners set forth that they desired to subscribe to no ,^rti- 
cles, but to the Holy Scriptures themselves ; with many 

2 See a good and fuller account of Articles, and thd form of subscription, 
this debate in the * London Olirmiicle ’ The society is said to have been dis- 
of Feb. 11th. solved on an intimation from the bishops 

® Dr. Porteus was a member e^t this “ that it would oe neither safe nor 
time of a clerical society established prudent to do a%thing in the matter.’' 
foi:procurmg a revisal of the Thirty-nine — D. 
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other heads, on which Sir William commented vefy ably. 
Sir Eoger Newdigate, a hot-headed bigot, and formerly as 
warin a JacobitCj* desired t(j know how many of the clergy 
had signed the petition. Sir W. Meredith answered, 250, 
most of them beneficed clergymen. Sir Roger ridiculed 
them and said, tender-conscienced as they were, they had 
however signed the Articles.* Everything had been over- 
turned in the last age by tender consciences ! The walls 
of religion must not* be broken down ; Church and State 
were inseparable. But his great argument was, that it 
was a, breach of the Union with Scotland to alter the 
Thirty-nine Articles, and that the petition was therefore 
inadmissible: and he and Jenkinson moved to have the 
Articles of the Union read. Stanley, with more decency, 
and declaring himself a Varm friend to toleration, advised a 
lenient negative. To make any alteration would be going 
through anarchy and confusion to persecution. The peace 
of mankind was the fortieth article of his creed.- Mr. Burn 
said, if the Convocation had erected itself into an Inquisi- 
tion, he should be for the petition. Mr. Fitzmaurice,® 
Lord Shelburne’s brother, s^oke. against the petition, and 
said it was modesty in comparison of what would be asked 
if this was complied with. It had grown, he was informed, 
out of a libeP against the State. Sir W. Petty had com- 
puted the clergy of England at 20,000 ; how small a por- 
|jon were 250 1 If the petition was received, mobs would 
como to •force the Ho8s^ to do what they pleased — reli- 
gious mobs — worse than patriotic mobs! Lord Gqorge 
Gejpaayne defended the petition,, and said most of the 

* When I was at Borne lie openly willing to make hk peace at Court, 
hunted in the villaa there with the Mr. Fitzmaurice was desirous, too, of 
Pretender’s two sons. being member for the University of 

^ Colonel Barre' was not present. Oxford. 

JBs absence, ^and»Mr. Fitzmaurice’s ^ ‘The Confessional,’ a celebrated 
conduct, showed Lord Shelburne was i)ook, which had begun this controversy. 
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clergy in his neighbourhood had signed it, not wishing the 
Liturgy or Episcopacy altered; He wondered the House 
did not take some steps on this subject vjith regard to the 
Universities, where boys were made to subscribe the Ar- 
ticles without reading them— a scandalous abuse. His sou 
might be obliged to subscribe to what he himself should 
hot be able to explain to him. He should be sorry if the 
petition open the door to faction. JT. Pitt lamented the 
levity with which the subject had been treated, but used 
wit himself in ridiculing the Articles, which he wished to 
have expunged and obliterated for the sake of common 
sense. Lord North said he had hoped he should see no- 
thing in the petition to prevent his being for bringing it up, 
having intended to enter his protest against doing anything 
more than put off the consideration for six months ; but he 
must now 5bject to the receiving it, as clashing with the 
Act of Union. To alter the Articles would be opening 
the door to thousands of wicked men.* The decay of reli- 
gious controversy was the increase of religion. If once the 
nation got into a religious dispute, not all the poppy, and 
fnandragora, and sweet syrups of the East, could restore 
that sweet sleep it had before possessed. Th. Townshend 
(whose father was member for the University of Gain- 
bridge) declared he was simply for receiving the petition, 
lest the rejection should occasion a flame, Edmund Burke 
made a fine laboured speech against the petition, urgiiig 
that the civil war began by forcing Episcopacy \»n Scot- 
land against the bent of the nation ; but his chief argument 
was, the necessity of a precise rule of faith.® The petitioifters 


2 A most absurd argunu 3 nt. Are cessity of rule of faith is a 1 opisli 

wicked mou kept out of the Church by tenet and faniUiar to Burke, who 
scruples? was of a Catholic* family, and whose 

3 On &e law of England. The no- Avife is a Papist.#* 
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declared they would be bound by the Scriptures ; But what 
are the Scriptures ? are they a hook bound in red morocco 
with clasps, and printed by iBaskett ? What was the Bible 
but a miscellaneous body of writing^ ? W as he to find the 
Scriptures in t^e Mosaic Latr, in the Psalms, of in the 
New Testament? If we were to be bound by the Bible, 
we must take the book of De\iteronomy, and lay aside Dr. 
Blakiston. For himself, he wished to open the Act of 
Toleration and widen it. Sir George Saville said he pre- 
ferred the Church of God to the established church of the 
land, and that he adhered to* St. Paul, who was the first 
Protestant^ and withstood Peter to the face. Charles Fox 
declared for rejecting the petition, but for doing something 
with regard to the Universities. Eeligion, he said, was 
best understood when least talked of. He did not shine in 
this debate, nor could it be wondered at. He had sat up 
playing hazard at Almack’s, from Tuesday evening 4th, till 
five in the afternoon of Wednesday 5th. An hour before 
he had recovered 12,000Z. that he had lost, and by dinner, 
which was at five o’clock, he had ended losing 11,000^. 
On the Thursday he spoke in this debate; went to dinner 
at past eleven at night ; from thence to White’s, where he 
drank till seven the next morning ; thence to Almack’s, 
where he won 6000?.; and between three and four in toe 
afternoon he set out for Newmarket. His brother Stephen 
lost 11,000?. two nights after, and Charles 10,000?. more 
ou the l?3th ; so that in three nights the two brothers, the 
eldest not twenty-five, lost 32,000?. Charles Fox corn- 
placed of the quiet of the session,, and said the House of 
Comrnons was always up before he W£&. There being a re? 
port that he. was going to be marriedj it was told to his father, 
Lord Holland, who replied, “J am glad of it, for then he 
will go to bed at; least one night,” Sawbridge, in the above 
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debate, Vead the most absurd Articles. Dunning spoke 
with much wit for tiie petition. He was desired, he said, to 
give a lenient negative, which was voting jgaiust*what was 
thought right, only because it was of too much consequence 
to be entered into ; and he laughed at Lor^ North’s doubt- 
• ing the efficacy of his poppy and mandragora * on the 
present occasion, when it had* served him so well the pre- 
sent session. Wedderburn approv^^^ the acceptance of 
the petition, but would go no farther, as the Church was 
but a rope of sand, without tests.' Dr. Hay said the House 
was not an assembly of divines, and that the petition was 
more proper for the consideration of»the Convocation. The 
Articles had been the law ^r 200 years *, why alter them 
now ? .Sir W. Meredith said, he repented of the candour 
with which he had opened the petition, since it had been 
so ill treated. The petitioners would find relief if any 
religious liberty remained in this country. Archbishop 
Cranmer compiled the Articles, which were accommodated 
for his acceptance of the Archbishopric. The House 
divided at eleven at night, and the petition was rejected by 
247 to 71. Burke and Dowdswell, the latter an old 
Tory, separated from their friends the Cavendishes, and 
divided with the majority ; as did Lord Sefton and Dillon, 
two converts from popery; Lord Palmerston and Wedder- 
burn, t<vo placemen, with the minority. It will be ob- 
served from the language of Fitzmaurice and Lord G. 
Germayne, as well as from Burkes and DowdsweH’s votes, 
how .much disposition was spreading towards all annihila 
tion of patriotism. 

Wilkes, abandoned by all his lukewarm or interested 
fellow labourers, saw nothing but persecution could revive 


The gold of the Treasuiy; 
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his iraporta^e. He accordingly caused the debates, even 
with the speakers’ names to thenS, to be copied in the public 
papers — the greg,t otFence, ■^hich the last year^had drawn 
on the imprisonment of the Lord Slaybr and Alderman 
Oliver. The ministers seemed still to dread Wilkes, and 
the printers went on with impunity. 

8th. Died Augusta, Princess Dowager of Wales, the 
King’s mother, a.ged^iifty-two, of an abscess in her throat. 
Some called it an abscess, some a cancer, but the surgeons 
a cancerous humour or skimes. The reason of these uncer- 
tainties was, that the Princess would suffer nobody but her 
German page or surgeon to look into her throat, and once 
Sir J ohn Pringle, whom she permitted to make the report 

to Hawkins : but the latter never saw her throat. The 
. . * 

only medicine she was known to try was hemlock. She 
had long struggled secretly with a humour iif her blood, 
which she had fatally brought into the family, and for the 
last three months her sufferings had been dreadful, and 
menacing her life, yet her fortitude was invincible, and she 
kept up to the last moment that disguise and reserve 
which predominated so strongly in her character. She not 
only would not acknowledge her danger to her children, 
servants, and physicians, but went out in her coach. One 
day (it was on the Monday before she died), reading in the 
newspapers an account of her own danger, she instantly 
ordered her coach, and went through the streets to Kew, 
though Swooning away ui it, and showing herself occa- 
sionally to various persons after her speech was almost 
unhitelligible. She had a long^fit on the arrival of her 
daughter the Princess of Brunswick, who thbught her 

® The journals oould not print “ divi- in the prinoipal papers as a “ }ist of 
sions ’’ any more debates, as they gentlemen toasted by all friends to the 
^do.iiOiW ; but the supj^ortera of the bill cause,’’—©, 
of the petitioning clergy were named 
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expiring; but the next morning rose by nine o’clock, 
dressed, and went to her daughter, to convince her, she 
said, how wdl she was, and lfcat her disorder nvas only 
nervous. 'I'hough she had sent for the Princess of Bruns- 
wick, yet she never intimated to her t|jiat she thought 
herself dying. One day the Princess of Brunswick, 
cbming suddenly into the robm, found her reading, but 
she W the book under the couch. ^Happening to go out 
of the rooip, the Princess of Brunswick looked at the book,^ 
and found it A Preparation for Death. She never dropped 
a syllable that intimated her expecting death ; though, 
after receiving the news from Deuisiark,® she scarce took 
any nourishment but cordials. On Thursday, the 6th, 
her approaching end was evident ; and on Friday the King 
forbade his levee on that account. It was his custom to 
visit the Princess, with the Queen, .every Saturday evening 
from six to eight; they now went at that hour on the 
Friday. Hearing they were come, the Princess rose, 
dressed hereelf, and attempted to walk to meet them, but 
was so weak and unable, that the Princess of Brunswick 
ran out and dialled in the King and Queen. At eight 
o’clock they rose to leave her, but though she could only 
hear, not converse with them, she pressed them to stay till 
ten ; and when that hour came, made a sign to them to 
retire, is usual. They stayed, however, in her palace, and 
she went to bed— still taking*no notice of the extremity of 
her case. Some of her women, an& a page who S,ttended 
her jOS a suigeon, sat up in her room. At half an hour 
after six in the morning, perceiving he did not hear Jier 
breathe, the page softly drew the curtain, and touched her 
hand, which he "found cold, and that she had been dead 

® She answered the King of Den- I own hand, but days before her 
mark s letter on that occasion with her | death. 
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some time, and without a groan. The King and* Queen 
remained at Carlton House tHl eight, probably to look 
for her will, and.to seal up her papers. 

The Princess sent for her son the Duke of Cumberland 
two days before ^he died, and then sent to the King to ask 
his consent to her seeing the Duke. The King said he 
would not oppose, it, if it would give her satisfaction. The 
Duke stayed three hxjjirs in her house without her admitting 
him. At last she wrote again to the King to beg that, if 
there was to be any reconciliation, she might have the 
happiness of making it The King replied, that it was a 
matter that required ‘too much deliberation to be deter- 
mined so abruptly. On this she waived it, and did die 
without seeing the Duke. 

N.B. I do not warrant the circumstances,’ though from 
good authority; but it is certain that tbei^uke was at 
Carlton House, and yet did not see his mother. 

Lord Bute was two hours with the Princess on Thursday 
evening ; he returned on the Friday while the King and 
Queen were with her, and sent to let her know he was 
there, but she declined seeing him, and the*next morning 
she died. 

The evening after, she died another courier arrived from 
Denmark, who brought advice that the governing^ party 
would palliate the Queen’s adultery as much as possible, 
but would prosecute severely 4he pursuit against Struensee, 
who had intended to give, the King drugs to disorder his 
understanding, and make him declare Struensee regent. 
One of the chief plotters against the Queen and her 
favourite was Count Ostein, lately returned from the 
embassy at Naples. Sir William Hamilton, our envoy at 


7 lilha fact is certain, as I have learned since. 
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that court, and newly come to England on his private 
affiiirs, told me three moi?ths ago that Ostein was one of 
the most i^j^triguing men in thd world, and would certainly 
be very busy at home. When the account of the revolu- 
tion arrived, Sir William said to me, “J am persuaded 
Ostein is engaged in the conspiracy and so it proved. 

In Ireland the scene was grown very stormy; Lord 
North had been averse to the erection of the new Board;® 
Lord Townshend had assured him the Irish would like it, 
as it would furnish more employments. They here, who 
knew Ireland best, advised against it, yet the Administra- 
tion allowed Lord Townshend to pfocecd in his plan, and 
he immediately declared his»new Board. The Parliament 
met on the 6th, and the House of Commons opened in a 
flame, and threatened the greatest violence.® The popular 
leaders werSNthe more enraged, as Lord Townshend had 
personally provoked them by writing a satirical ballad, 
called the Cotillon, in which he introduced their several 
characters. This account an'ived on the 11th. 

13th. The Princess of Wales was buried. The mob 
hazzaed for joy, and treated her memory with much dis- 
respect.'^ 

8 It was properly a separation of two public funerals, especially if they bad 
boards, ai^ had been established by an anything 'to gain by it. Thus wo read 
Act of Ollarles II. in the ‘ General Evening Post ’ for Ba- 

® See an account of those debates in turday, 24th January, 1772, that “ the 
the ‘ London Chronicle ’ for Feb. v 18, rcraainAof the late Lord Baltimore, who 
1772. dioa abroad, were carried from Exeter. 

^ It was not the mob alone by whom Change, in the Strand, where they hud 
the Princess was disrespectfully treated, lain in state, in order to be interred in 
Little* more than a week before her tlie family vault at Epsom, His Lor<l- 
dcath the following paragraph appeared ship had injured his character hPhis 
in the papers Fifty gumeas ‘^vere life by seduction; so that the popu- 
yeaterday offered and refused to insure lace paid no regard to his memory 
1002. on the life of a cdirtaiii great lady when dead, but plundered the room 
in Pall Mall for two montlis only ; and where his body lay, the moment it was 
five offered at the same time, and removed,” Again, at tlie funeral of 
refused, to underwrite her for tluree the Princess Dowager of Wales, the 
days.” It seems to have been the mob stripped thaitblaek cloth from the 
fashion of the mob to act indecently, at platform to the Abbey, before half the 

VOL. I. 
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18 ^A. The Priacess of Brunswick returned to Germany. 
The King and Queen had taken great pains to disgust her; 
and the Queen never suffeAd her to see the ]^ing alone. 
Though her mother had sent for her, she was not lodged at 
Carlton House, nor even at St. James’s, which was empty ; 
and yet the Prince of Mecklenburg had apartments 
there; but a miserable little house in Pall Mall was taken' 
for the Princess of Brunswick. A stronger instance of the 
Queen’s jealousy of her, and even of her Majesty’s haugh- 
tiness, broke out. On her own birthday ^ Lady Gower,® 
having formerly been Lady of the Bedchamber to the 
Princess, and now civilly waiting on her, followed her 
into the ball-room, and by sulferance of the Duchess of 
Argyle,^ her great friepd, sat next to her, who was in 
waiting oh the Queen. Her Majesty was exceedingly 
angry, and in a day or two afterwards, all he/ikdies being 
present, said aloud to the Duchess, “Duchess, I must 
reprimand you for letting Lady Gower take place of you, 
as Lady to the Princess of Brunswick. I had a mind to 
speak to you on the spot, but would not, for fear of saying 
anything I should repent oi, though I should have thought 
iV.® The Princess of Brunswick has nothing to do here, 
and I insist on your recovering the precedence 'you gave up. 
One day or other my son will be married, and'lthen I 
shall have his wife’s ladies pretending to take place in 
my palace, which thej^ jhall not do.” To mortify the 
Princess still farther, the King refused to let her be chief 


procession had passed across ; and the 
soldiers on guard, fearful of losing their 
share, began to help thomseJives.—I). 

2 The Queen's. 

8 Lady Susan Stewart, daughter of 
the Earl of Galloway, and third wife of 
Granville Leveson,^ Gower. 

4 Elimbetli Gunning, Duchess Dow- 


agez>* of Hamilton, and wife of John 
Campbell, jDuke of A rgyle. 

^ Another insttince that gave offence : 
the twcf first drawing-rooms after the 
Princess’s death were exceedingly full : 
at the second the Queen said* “I do 
not call this a circle, but a crowd.” 
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mourner at her mother’s funeral, which she asked; he pre- 
tended it would afflict her too much, as she was not well. 
On this sjje would have set olit the day* after her mother 
expired, but Princess Amelia advised her against it as in- 
decent, ^and she stayed till after the burial. Her fate was 
on all sides unhappy ; the Prince her husband did not care 
for her, and had many mistresses, and* was extravagant. 
Her allowance was scanty, nor, though she had put her to 
the expense of this journey, did her mother leave her any- 
thing.® In fact, to the astonishment of all mankind, the 
Princess of Wales left no will ; and to their greater sur- 
prise, she left no money ! ’ She dnjoyed for. twenty years 
a revenue of 64,000Z. a-year; her life was the most private, 
lier expenses® extremely reduced* and her parsimony very 
great, though she was sometimes generous, and always 
very chart^ble. Her friends, in print, computed her 
charities at 6000^. a-year, and some said 8000?. At Kew 
she had laid out between 30,000?. and 40,000?., and the 
keeping of it was expensive. Stilhthe most moderate cal- 
culation had reckoned her worth 300,000?. Many persons 
’'supposed that her journey to Germany had been made 
with an intent of carrying her money thither, and depositing 
it with, or bestowing it on, her own family at Saxe Gotha, or 
on the Princess of Brunswick. The latter indubitably did 
not pfove true ; and as even the former was never pre- 
tended by her friends,® it is no ^gnder that it became the 
universal belief that she had wasted all on Lord Bute. 


® This neglect, and the King’s ill- 
treatment of her, making nois^, the 
King paid both her jotirneys, and gave 
her lOOOh besides. * 

Only which were found in 

her cabinet after her death. 

® The King continued not only their 
salaries to her servants, but their board 
wages, amounting in all to between 


16,000Z. and 20,000h a year. Hei whole 
income fell to him. 

^ Till after her death, when it was 
said she had made them great presoutH, 
and even to the Trincess of Brunswick, 
and it was believed that during the 
war she sent large sums to lier brother 
the Duke of Gotha. 

c 2 
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This hecame still more probable, as he had made the pur- 
chase of the, estate at Luton in ^Bedfordshire, at the price 
of 1 14, boo?., before he was Visibly worth 20,0()p?. had 
built a palace there, another in 'town, and had lurnished 
the former in thetriidst expensive manner, bought j)ictures 
and books, made a vast park and lake, and, in short, had 
given but too much handle to illnatured conjecture. 

\Ttlu Mr. H. Seympur moved the House of Commons 
to give leave to bring in a bill for “ quieting the subjects 
against dormant claims of the Church.” Acquiescent as 
the Opposition was, and servile as the majority, the spirit 
that appeared in favovfr of this motion showed that this 
Parliament was not totally abandoned. The ministers set 
themselves against the bill ; yet was there but one strong rea- 
son to weigh against the many for it, and that was the proba- 
bility that country gentlemen would delay thefT tithes and 
irivent obstructions till prescription should weigh against 
the clergymen whp had a right to them. This, however, 
might be remedied by^ibolishing tithes and fixing stipends. 
Mr. Seymour said that the nullum tempus of the King 
and Church were twins ; that the first was buried, and the 
other he hoped would share the same fate. He took up the 
cause, he said, on impartial ground : it was levelled at no 
individual. ThetChurch at present was, as Wolsejrsaid, 
Ego et Reso meus.. He quoted an instance of an**‘estate 
recovered by the Church from Sir Thomas Clavering after 
it had blen in his family aii hundred years ; and he men- 
tioned the title-deeds of his own father, which 4;he butler 

^ His wife’s father, Wortley Mon- possible to acccmnt for his vast expense 
tague, had left her a vast estate, but so but from the Priocess’s poverty. His 
tied up that she could raise no money house in Berkeley Square he sold to 
on it. , Her mother, Lady Mary Wortley, Lord Shelburne . for 24,000Z.,. but even 
who was believed yery rich, had left half that sum was pot paid in some 
sole heiress ; bijJ ps Lord Buto years, 
himself had lio estate at all, it was im- 
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had taken away, and, turijing woollen-draper, had cut into 
shreds ; hut, not having used,jthey -were found in a sack. 
Had thej^heen destroyed, what might have been the 
consequence, as the whole estate was Church land ! He 
said he had carried the plan of his bill to the Archbishop of 
Canterbury.* He desired a gopy : it was sent. He w'ould 
not accuse his Grace of having shown it, but a printed 
paper * had been delivered at the ddor, of which he hoped 
the House’ would take notice. He had gone afterwards to 
the Archbishop of York,^ who, being a lively and ingenious 
man, had humorously said that he was only lieutenant- 
colonel, and could do nothing in it. For himself, he was 
determined; if unsuccessful flow, to renew his motion every 
year. The younger T. Townshend, whose father was mem- 
ber for the University of Cambridge, opposed the motion ; 
and said h^did not see how the bill would prevent the 
deeds of careless people from being sent to a woollen- 
draper’s and cut to pieces. Mr. Cornwall declaimed his 
willingness to assist the inferior clergy, and to attack deans 
and chapters. It could never be the intention that one 
man should hold two great livings ; and he quoted a saying 
of Warburton on two clergymen, that the one* made reli- 
gion a trade, and the other ® made trades by religion. The 
Lord j^dvocate of Scotland declared himself against the mo- 
tion, but advised obliging the Church to register their title- 
deeds. Dbwdswell and Burke supported the motiqn. Lord 
North opposed it warmly, said no grievance called for it, 
and hflSrmed arbitrarily, and contrary to all usage, that Mr. 
Seymour ought to h§ive brought in his plan thoroughly di- 

* Dr. OoraTOllis. ® Dr. Squire, late Bishop of St. 

* Written by Dr. Tucker, Dean of David’s. 

Gloucester, ® Tucker, Dea« of Gloucester, who 

* Dr. Hay Drummond. wrote much on Trade. 
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gested, and should have offered t^e clauses. He was glad, 
too, he said, that the gentlenian had felt the printed papers ; 
he hoped tte dignity of the House would be restored by not 
suffering their debates to be published. Charles Fox, 
oppressed with debts, and impatient to distinguish .himself, 
seized the occasion presented ^y Lord North, and fell vicn 
lently on the new doctrine of beginning by stating the' 
clauses of a bill when first moved for. He called it most 
unparliamentary and arbitrary; espoused the motion the 
rather, he affirmed, because no particular grievance pressed, 
and because no one parliamentary reason had been alleged 
why the bill should not te brought in ; yet Mr. Seymour, he 
believed, would have great difficulties to remove before the 
bill could be made perfect. Seymour, too, provoked by Lord 
North’s behaviour, accused him of deceit. He had acquainted 
that lord, he said, with his intention at the beaming of the 
session, who had seemed to assent to it, and had been very 
civil, but asked if he did not think it would meet with 
opposition in the House of Lords ? From thence he passed 
to a censure on the Bishop of Lichfield and Coventry, 
Lord North’s brother, who, not satisfied with that bishop- 
ric, which had contented Dr. Hough, one of the most 
ingenious men that ever lived, had obtained two livings 
in '(m^mmdam. Lord North replied that he woul^ not 
adjuse the gentleman of betraying private conversalion, as 
he supposed Mr. Seyniijtf did not look on it as such ; but, 
because he had asked if the Honourable gentleman expected 
no opposition from the Lords, had he expected of course 
that there would be none in the' Commons ? For himself, 
he. might have bbwed and been civil ; bufthkt his bows and 
civility ^plight not be misunderstood for the future, he would 
tell the Hono^frable gentleman, and everybody 'else, that 
if he was solicited for a place and bowed and was civil, it 
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meant 'No. If he intende^ to serve the person, he would 
tell him so at once. For the two livings held by his 
relation, ti|ey were neither siSiall nor great, nc/t was his 
income more than that of other Bishops. Nor did he 
know that he was himself rapacious. ThekBill w as rejected 
by only 141 to 117, a ver^ small majority in such a 
session. Charles Fox, his brother, and several other 
ministerial men were in the minority.’ 

20ifA. Charles Fox resigned his place in the Admiralty ; 
probably by direction of his father, who was dissatisfied at 
not obtaining his Earldom, and was particularly angry with 
Lord North for refusing a place toT O’Brien, formerly an 
actor, who had married Lord Holland’s niece.* Lord 
North and the Bedfords were ridiculously alarmed at this 
resignation,* which was indeed timed very disagreeably, for 


7 It was popularly said by tho wits 
at llio Smyrna colToediouse, that the 
“ dormant claims of the clergy ” were 
preferred against the habit of sleeping 
in church.— B. . 

8 Lady Susan Fox Strangways, 
daughter of Stephen l^arl of Ilchester, 
ej4er brother of Lord Holland. Lady 
Ilchester wrote to Lord North, who 
returned no answer, an ill-breeding to 
which he was accustomed, hnd.by which 
he made many real enemies. He had 
much distinguished Charles Fox the last 
year, and had as much neglected him 
this ; yet# as soon as Fox had spoken 
against ffim, he weakly and timidly 
called him aside, and asked liim if he 
had seen Maclean, who had got the 
place which had been asked for O’Brien, 
and who would make O’Brien his de- 
puty * but this Fox received with con- 
tempt. One of the opposition triumph- 
ing oil the acqpisition of Fox from the 
Court, George Selwyn said, You^iave 
no reason to, triumphs you will bo 
forced to pay his debts, as you did 
Wilkes’s, oir you ^11 lose him again.” 

^ There were some cui-ious details 
connected- with the marriage of O’Brien; 
the actor, witli Lady Susan. The young 
couple appear to’ have been provided 


for after a singular fashion. Fox, 
writing to Macartney, Doc. 2.5, 17(14, 
says, ** We have heard from Lady Susan 
since her arrival at Now York. I do 
not think they will make much of their 
lamU; and I fear it will be impossible 
to get O’Brien a place.” The actor 
was, novertlicless, nut overlooked ; and 
in 1772 the London papers attributed 
Fox’s resignation to Lord North’s re- 
fusal to O’Brien to this post, *‘a 

kind of sinecure,” uHimaioly given ,to 
Maclean, and which was worth lOQOi a 
year. Fox is, by the same authority, 
reported to have asked for thid place 
for the ex-acior, in exchange for two 
lucri^tivo places which Mr. 0. now 
enjoy^broad, of about 8001. per annum, 
aud^roich require his aiteUdance in 
that country.”. Fox writes to Ossory, 
21 Feb. 1772, “ It is impossible to toll 
you the real reason of my resigning, it 
is very complicated, I should iiotfiivo 
resigned at this moment, merely on 
account of my complaints against Lord 
North, if I had not determined to vote 
against , this Moyal Wamily Bill, which 
in place I should be ashamed of doing.” 
See Lord J. Eussqirs ‘ Memorials and 
Correspondence Jbf Fox,’ under the 
above dates. — ^D. 
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on that very day was delivered to the Houses by Lord 
Rochford and Lord North the following message from the 
King 

“ G. R. His Majesty, being desirous, from paternal affec- 
tion to his own family and anxious concern for the future 
welfare of his people, and the honour and dignity of his 
Crown, that the right of approving all marriages in the 
Royal Family (which, ever has belonged to the Kings of 
this realm as a matter of public concern) may be made 
effectual, recommends to both Houses of Parliament to take 
into their serious consideration whether it may not be wise 
and expedient to supply the defect of the laws now in 
being, and by some new provisien more effectually to guard 
the descendants of his^ late Majesty King George II. 
(other than the issue of princesses who have married or 
may hereafter marry into foreign families) freBi marrying 
without the approbation of His Majesty, his heirs and suc- 
cessors, first had and obtained.” 

This hard and despotic power claimed by the Crown, 
and excited by the late marriage of the Duke of Cumber- 
land, was insisted upon by the King and Queen, and the 
Bill drawn by Lord Mansfield, though much and undis- 
guisedly disapproved by most of the Ministers,* and even 
by some of the King’s own creatures. When the message 
was delivered, it was received with the utmost coldn^s and 
disgust by both Houses. "It not only set out with a false- 
hood (the*assertion of the^ing’s power over such marriages), 
but contradicted itself by devising a remedy for the very 
deAciency of that power. The ‘Bill teemed with seeds of 
future civil wars, by bastardizing childrep of the Royal 


1 At ^ previous ^meeting at Lord weight, but nobody else 'would then 
North's General Conway made ^aany openly venture to speak his sentiments* 
objections! which were allowed to have 
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Faiiuly*born in wedlock wkich had not the King’s consent. 
Princes marrying Englishwomen, though without that 
consent, ^d having issue, ^ucli issue, , in spite of the 
Act, would undoubtedly be preferred by the nation to 
foreign and unknown descendants of Geoj^e IT. A king 
preferring his second son might prevent his eldest from 
marrying ; and could a Christian nation and Christian 
Bishops say that the younger sons, of the Crown should 
pass all their lives in fornication or adultery, unless the 
King pleased to find them wives ? The House of Com- 
mons had just maintained the Thirty-nine Articles, one ot 
which affirms that all Christians have a right to marry. 
These and nuiiierous other objections were in every man’s 
mouth ; so that the very day after the delivery of the 
message, the general disapprobation and the defection of 
Charles terrified the Ministers so much, that they 
obtained a mitigation of the Act, and brought it in the next 
day with an alteration, which, though it satisfied some who 
wished to b^atisfied,Vas either annulling the Bill in great 
measure, if intended to relieve, or a chicane invented (I 
believe by Lord Mansfield) to make a seeming softening 
without a real difference ; for the Bill now said that the 
Act should bind the princes but till twenty-five; after 
which age they were to declare their intention to the Privy 
Council, before whom it should be for a year ; and that the 
princes might then marry, if Parliament should make no 
objection. 

21 si. Complaint was made in the House of Commons of 
Dr. Nowel’s sermon preached before them on the 30tt«)f 
January, in which Be vindicated Charles I. and drew a 


^ Charles Fox had asked Lord North 
for an Irish peerage for a Mr, Upton, 
a friend of his fa&er. Lord Holland^ 
which was not granted,^ and was an 


additional reason for its being believed 
that the father Ijad influenced the 
son’s resignation^* though the fiither 
denied it 
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parallel between him and the prjpent King. T.To\^nshend^ 
jun<, moved to have it burned by the hands of the 
common hangman ; but as* the House had, a^icording to 
custom, thanked the parson for his sermon without hearing 
or reading it, they could not censure it now, without 
exposing themsdves to great ridicule. 

In Ireland two questions *Were carried by majorities of 
twelve sioA. ten the Castle,® by which they resolved to 

make no provision for the commissioners of the new Board, 
nor to assist in the execution of the excise under the new 
commission. The Duke of Leinster* insisted on the party 
proposing a violent question to which they were averse, 
viz. to expel, or at least take away the votes of, the 
new commissioners ; and the motion was actually made 
by Mr. Barry Maxwell but Ponsonby, the late Speaker, 
left the House, and the motion was given up.'" The oppo- 
sition was little less at variance than that in England. 

* Alderman Sawbridge had moved for a call of the House, 
intending to bring in a Bill for TriennialgParliaraents. 
Nash, the Court Lord Mayor, had been desired to call an 
extraordinary Common Hall, that the Livery might instruct 
their menibers to vote for it. This he refused, which 
raised great resentment against fiim, and Sawbridge attacked 
him in a very w'arm and severe speech,® in which he'taxed 
him with lying, and hinted at his imitating a highei^magis- 
trate, whose veracity had been called in question. The 
call had 1)een fixed for TTe 

25<A> but was put off for a fortnight. Mr. Walsin^am 

® See the acc6T(!rit in the ‘ Gazetteer ’ ; ® Sawbridge the wealthy demo- 

bfFeb. 27:^ eratic sheriff, who, with his colleague, 

4 James Fitzgerald, Duke of Leinster, five times returned Wilkes to Parlia* 
formerly Dwl of Kildare. ment in defiance of the House of Com- 

. 6 Called SCri Bari^ Barry ; hb was mens.— D. 
brother, of tli# Earl of Famham, 
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Boyle’ and General Irwin" ^en moved to expunge from the 
joufnals the thanks of the House which had been ordered 
to Dr. Nowel, Principal of Mary Hall, .Oxford, for his 
sermon on the 30th of January. This was opposed by 
Sir William Dolben and Sir Roger Newdigate, who had 
proposed both the preacher and the thanks. Sir Roger 
Was particularly hot, and spoke with all the flame of stupid 
bigotry, declaring he w'ould maintain, that all the doctrines 
in the sermon were constitutional. T. Townshend, jun., 
showed how repugnant they were to the constitution, and 
it was carried by 152 to 41 to expunge the thanks ; 
General Keppel,* Colonel Fitzroy,* Vice*Chamberlain to 
the King, and Charles Fox,®»all descendants of Charles I., 
voting against the sermon, as did even Dyson* and many 
courtiers. The 41 were rank Tories, all but Rigby,* who 
had retired behind the Chair, but, being made to vote, voted 
as he thought the King would like, to whom he paid the 
greatest court, expecting to be Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
if Lord GuiWford should die, and Lord North go into the 
House of Lords. This proper severity on the sermon was 


7 A captain in the u<ivy, .son of the 
Earl of Sliamion. 

« Major-General Jolin Irwin, colonel 
of a regiment; botli he and Capfcun 
Walainglmm were in opposition. 

? Gen^l William Keppel# brotluAr of 
George, Earl of Albemarle, descended 
from Charles II. by his mother, Anne, 
daughter of the first Duke of liich- 
mond, son of the Duchess of Ports- 
mouth. 

^ dblonel Charles Fitzroy, brother of 
Augustus Henry, Duke of Grafton, 
descended from the Duchegs of Gleve- 
land. ^ 

‘ 2 Charles Fox, son 6i Caroline, Lady 
Holland, daughter of the second Duke 
of Bichmond. , 

* Jeremiah Dyson, fomierly Clerk of 
the House of Commons, ana had ori- 
ginally been a republican, though 


grown an active tool of the Court. 
IBs old leaven seemed on this occasion 
to return ; he said, “ If King Charles’s 
grandsons vote againsjt him, sure I 
may,” [“Jerry Dyson,” in 1770, had 
been Ranted an Irish pension by the 
Court; the amount was 5002, for his 
life and that of his three sons. The 
IrislSisWouse of Oommomi, however, 
struck it olf the list The abuse of 
granting pensions out of Irish revenue 
was enonnous. liady-lieutenants even 
put their “ dressers on the list fm a 
hundred a year. A pension to that 
amount was procured this very year for 
Elizabeth Biddels, dresser to L^y 
Townshend, wife of the out-going vice- 
ro3r*^D.] 

* Bichard Eigby, Paymaster of the 
A?my* formerly g*vehemeut Whig. 
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a great blow to the Court, as <|ergymen would fear to be 
too forward with their servility, when the censure of Par- 
liament iftight make it unaSvisable for the King to prefer 
them.® This was another instance, too, that the present 
Parliament was mot entirely abandoned. 

2&h. The bill for reflating the marriages of the Eoyal 
Family, or, as it was called, the Kings Bill, was read a 
second time in the House of Lords. Of the debates in 
that assembly I can give but a very imperfect account. 
The Lords, since their quarrel with the other House the 
last session, finding the sWeets of coldness from a thin 
audience, and still more the little effect which the best 
orations against them could •make on such determined 
voters as the majority, ^and which were not easily trans- 
mitted to the public when there were no spectators, rigor- 
ously adhered to their exclusion of all intruders, and the 
Opposition took no pains to disperse their own arguments. 
What I could gather was as follows ; Lord Eockinghain 
had caused the Judges to be summoned, intending to ques- 
tion them on the assumptions in the King’s message, and 
came prepared with many questions for that purpose ; but 
the determined chicanery of Lord Mansfield, supported 
by the Ministerial party, at the head of which, now there 
was no danger, he affectedly seemed to place himself^ 
and which undoubtedly he possessed in the King’l confi- 
dence, blasted all attej^te to make the Judges explicit, 
though oh the first da^ debate there appeared great dis- 
cordance among the subordinate Ministers. Lord Eock- 
in§ham’s first question was, “Is* the King intrusted with 
the care and approbation of the marriageg of the descend- 
ants of King George II., other than his Majesty’s own 

* Br. Novel was afterwards preferred. 
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children ’during their mino|i|ies?” Baron Smythe* in the 
name of his brethren gave an unanimous negative to this 
question, because it compreheifded even the issue of our 
princesses married abroad, over whom his Majesty could 
have no power. Lord Kockingham theji amended his 
question 5y omitting the foi-eign descendants. The Judges, 
in* spite of Lord Mansfield’s arts, desired time to consider 
on their answer. This occasioned a, long debate ; it was 
"Wedn^day. •, on Saturday the Judges were to set out on the 
circuit, and it would waste two months ere they could return ; 
yet what haste demanded precipitation ? No child of the 
King was near the marriageable age*^ his brother Cumber- 
land was married; his brother Gloucester was believed to 
be So. A bill that so nearly affected the whole succession, 
so big with possibilities of occasioning future civil wars, so 
new a power claimed the Crown, such new difllculties 
thrown on matrimony, and the indissolubleness of that 
contracted in a Christian light so attacked, seemed to call 
for mature -find serious deliberation. The precipitation 
which strode over all these most important considerations 
spoke not only pride, passion, and the obstinacy of impa- 
tient prerogative, but looked as if some secret reason,. which 
even a short time might defeat, lurked beneath. And 
this reason was supposed to be the possibility of the Duke 
of Gloucester’s return, whose health was much mended. 
This advantage taken of a favourite and dying brother’s 
absence did not indicate much affe^on or justice. * People 
went.farther, and suspected that tlie Duke was only con- 
tracted to Opady Waldegrave; in which, though his mac^* 


^ OftUeEiohequer. He, three incompetents. Bathurst, hy sup- 
of the Kmg*s Bench, and Bathurst of porting the bill, acted contrary to the 
the Pleas, had held the Great S^l by opinions he held when attorney^eneral 
commission, before the appointment of to Frederic Prince of Wales.— B. 
Bathurst, the most incompetent of 



30 LAST JOURNALS OP ^ORACE WALPOLF. Feb. 

t 

riage, if accomplished, could i|)t be annulled, yet, the act 
once "passed, could never be completed without the King’s 
consent and hew relenting his Majesty was on^that article 
the bill itself explained. Lord Camden, though ill of the 
gout, was so st»uck with the whole arbitrary measure, with 
the dangers it threatened, the injustice it enacted, no coun-' 
sel even being allowed to the princes to defend their 
cause, and with the .hurry with which it was driven on, 
that, however unwilling to offend the Crown, and waive all 
hopes of recovering the Great Seal, he had gone to the 
House, and with great energy,’ yet with signal incense to 
the King’s person, descanted on all the objectionable parts 
of the bill. Even the Duke«of Grafton, vaunting his own 
unalterable Whiggism, declared for hearing the Judges; 
though whispering afterwards with Lord Mansfield, he 
explained away his pretended ^firmness. Lord Shel- 
burne was very warm against the bill. Lord Temple’s 
conduct was more particular. He had abroad talked 
strongly against the bill : but on Charles Fox’s resignation, 
and the panic that ensued, his tone had lowered ; and even 
in the preceding week, surmising that the bill might dis- 
joint the administration, he had been three times- at Court, 
to intimate how ready he should be to repair any. breach. 
Lord Lyttelton with more solemn decency had likewise 
declared himself dissatisfied with the* measure* 'In that 
exigence Lord Mansfield, called upon by the Ministers at 


7 He asked earnestly for an answer to effectually revive the grievous and 
^question. Who are the Boyal family? abrogated court of warda and liveries, 
proved there was no reason for con- 1 think Jt was Lord Mansfield who 
fining it to the descendants of Qeorge II., answered should the line of the 
since all the descendants of Edward III., Princess Sophia fail, the nation would 
of .which there are e, thousand, were be at liberty to choose a new family — a 
likewise so; and he showed that the gross mistake, considering hqw many 
numerous branches finm even Oeorge lawfql Protestant descendants there 
H. might extend sijthat half England are of George Duke of Clarence, Lady 
might become wards of the Crown, and Catherine Grey, &c. &o. 
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midnight, had devised whafjwas called the softening aU&r'‘ 
ation^ but with his usual mischievous address, for when he 
drew out the dagger he inserteA a slow poison in its room- 
Lord Lyttelton, the devotee (amidst all his patriotism) of 
that high-priest of despotism, readily swallowed the potion, 
flew with* the cup to Lord Temple, and for four-and-twenty 
hours intoxicated him too. But whether it was that Lord 
Temple, discovering that the treacherous remedy had been 
gulped by too many others, and that the tottering Ministers 
would recover their stability, he reverted to his first opinion ; 
and after notifying to the House that the alteration had 
been made in compliment to his inrportance, not only he, 
but Lord Lyttelton whom he dragged after him, spoke 
their dissatisfaction. The Duke of Richmond was the 
most vigorous of the opponents andf not to be beaten from 
his hold ; but the most interesting object of the scene was 
the Duke of Cumberland himself, who appeared at the 
debate ; yet was he, or those great Lords, sunk so low, that, 
except the Dukes of Bolton and Richmond, not a soul 
spoke to him. He held notes in his hand, which he 
seemed to con over, as intending to speak. The Duke 
of Richmond asked him if his Royal Highness should 
have any objection to being named in the debate ? He 
said, No ; and added, that he had come to satisfy himself 
whethef there was any intention of setting aside his mar- 
riage ; if there were, he proposed to throw himself on the 
justice of the House. Not perceiving there was, he asked 
Richmond if he had not better retire, which the latter 
approving, he went away,^and came no moi^ to the discus^ 
sion. Lord Roc^gham asked if marriages made without 
the King’s consent were invalid. Lord Mansfield refused 
to answer ; but the same interrogatory being, proposed the 
ensuing day to he put tO the Judges, the'* Chief Justice, 
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though without aissignihg any|ireason, said it wa^ an im- 
proper question, but that he would take upon himself- to 
declare that such marriage lolemnized, before thig bill should 
take place could not be abrogated. Still the necessity of 
the Judges absejjting themselves, and the more important 
necessity of their having time to weigh Well so deep and ; 
extensive a question, filled tEe House with anxious uncer- 
tainty — not lessened by the magisterial declaration of the 
young but pompous Earl of Sufiblk, who, though so recent 
a renegade, took upon him to pronounce that the Judges 
should be allowed but one, one little, day to form their 
opinion, and should deliver it on the Friday. This oracle, 
of which that hollow youth w^ but the inflated spokesman, 
was maintained by the rest of the Ministers of their fac- 
tion, and at near nine*at night was voted by 78 Lords to 
35-— as horrid a mockery both of forms and justice as ever 
was acted. Yet even some little rub disquieted the Court ; 
the young Lords, less hackneyed in the trammels of indis- 
criminate voting, were refractory. The Dukes of Buc- 
cleuch and Dorset dissented, and even Lord Carlisle, son- 
in-law of Lord Gower, whether influenced by Charles Fox 
his friend, or* angry With Lord North who had omitted 
respect to him, voted in the minority. The Dukes ^of 
Montagu® and Northumberland,® the only two of that rank 
of the present King’s creation, absented themselves? though 
the first a creature, the second an opponent of the Court 
But Northumberland ^as willing to pay a compliment; 
and pleaded the , absence of Lord Chatham, to whom he 
was now more^glad to owe an excuse than an obligation. 
That fallen star. Lord Chatham, in the country, 


' ■ \ 

» This title, coulwtea in 1766, he- I Sir Hugh Smithson, grandfather of 
came extinct in 17607-D. I the present duke.— D. 
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ineptly* solacing his disappointment, which he miscalled 
retirement, by writing silly verses to Garrick the actor, in 
which he ^ffected to have renounced ambition-rambition 
so. often renounced and so often resumed, that he could 
impose- on nobody but a man as ambitious, of fame as him- 
self, and ‘as bad a poet. 

I ought to mention that «?ven Lord Temple and the 
Rockingham party agreed with the Court that some mea- 
sure was requisite to prevent improper marriages being 
formed by princes too juvenile a»d thoughtless. But if 
this ^ncession authorised the King and his Ministers to seek 
that remedy, iinpossible perhaps to bt^found without entailing 
greater mischiefs on posterit^^ surely it did not^ustify their 
proceeding without deliberation, without giving the Judges 
time to deliberate, though they had Asked their opinions, and 
when the Ministers themselves could not assign a reason 
(at leas^such as they could avow) against procrastination I 

On the 27it/i Sir George Savillc moved for leave to 
bring in the bill that he had moved, and that had been re- 
jected the last session, for enacting that expulsion from the 
hJ^iise of Commons should not constitute incapacitation. 
This was to keep up a spirit against the intrusion of 
Colonel Luttrelly but was quashed with contempt by the 
Administration, and by a majority of 181 to 135. 

In Ireland the Opposition moved a resolution that who- 
ever had advised the carrying into execution the increas- 
ing the Commissioners of the RevIJbue beyend seven, after 
the Resolution of the House against it, which resolution 
was subsequent to the King’s letters for tfeat purpose 
though prior to t^j>««execiStion, advised a measure contrary 
tO‘ the express sense of the House. This was supported by 
106 voices and opposed by an equal number, but was giVten 
for the motion by the Speaker’s ^ casting jote. This was 


ypL. I. 


I Mr. Perry. 


D 
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but a tame measure, after viol«ice and victory. But not 
only was the Opposition ill-connected,, but afraid of Epg- 
land ; or merely ^driven to rlsistance by Lord Tj^wnshend’s 
absurd and profligate conduct. The moderation of the 
Opposition shoj^ed how easily that country might be 
governed by prudence and temper — a lesson to posterity, 
should posterity be free, that not moderation, not corrupt 
servility, can render a Court temperate. The former does 
not disarm them ; but encourages them, as much as the ” 
latter, to innovate farther. Hence does the science of 
Opposition, 1 mean in true patriots, in knowing when to 
advance or recede, require as great skill as that of govern- 
ment itself. How far to act, against bad men is to good 
men a difficult crisis of judgment indeed ! 

It was now apprehehded that the Judges, for want of 
sufficient time, would refuse to make any answer to the 
query put to them. The Ministers threatened to proceed 
without their answer 5 and might in truth, in point of 
decency, as well have acted without their opinion, as go 
beyond it. But though those sages of the law would not go 
so far as Lord Mansfield required, yet he did prevail on 
them to make some answer ; and 

On the 28#A Baron Smythe declared that their unani- 
mous opinion was,* “ that the Care and approbation of the 
marriages of the King’s children and grandchildren? and of 
the presumptive heir to the Crown (other than the issue 
of Princesses married fffto foreign families), do belong to 
the Kings of this realm ; but to what other branches ojT the 

* la these debates lauch refereiice thefeing. I^eo rge l, Lord Chief Justice 
had to what is called Ihe grand Parker was^Npposed by his Majesty to 
opinion of the Judges in 1717, as com- have seoiu’ed tlfe majority in his favour, 
plete a piede of legal jargon as exists, and Lord Campbell suggests that this 
and worthy to be read for its extreme circumstance may account for the ele- 
absnrdiiy and ridjcnlous arguments, vatiou of Parker to the dignity of Lord 
Oh the occasion •^ero referred to Chancellor* and the title of Bari of 
m Price , and Baron Eyre were Macclesfield.— B.] 
against giving the power reg^uired to 
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Iloyai«feinily such care aiyd approbation do extend, we do 
nqt find precisely determined.” 

This r^ponse, so far short ^f the pretensions ui the Bill, 
gave full cause to Lord Rockingham and his friends to ask 
of the Judges, “To what other degrees 0 / kindred, and to 
what ages of the contracting parties, does such right of 
approbation extend ? ” But “this question Lord Mansfield 
and the Ministers would not suffer to be put, because they 
were aware that the Judges could not answer it in a manner 
to justify what they were deternjined to enact. Through- 
out the whole progress of the Bill they would hear no 
reason, they would lend no assistaijce to improve, explain, 
or soften it, they would admit even no verbal alteration, 
though the Duke of Richmond the last day of it, to de- 
monstrate their unfairness, reminded them that they had 
omitted a word in one clause which they had used in 
another, exactly to the same tenor and in the same 1‘orni, 
and which Lord Mansfield still would not sufier to bo 
replaced; however, what equity refused, absurdity granted. 
The Chancellor,* in the most nonsensical of all speechc-s, 
gabbed out, that one of the reverend Judges had owned 
to him that he believed the prerogative did go one 
degree farther than they had asserted in their unanimous 
opinion; nay, and that another Judge had told him that 
he doabted whether it did not go- two or three degrees 
further. This refutation of their decision out of their own 
mouths, and delivered by the oi^nsible head of the law, 
was artfully seized by the Duke of Richmond, who showed 
the House bow indecent it was not to give farther time &r 
examination to tJw* Judges, when on the evidenc(^ of the 
Chancellor they were still very much in the dark. Lord 

* Batburai, Lord Apdey. his brothers, of the Princess of 

‘ It is very remarlrable that, diould Brunswick fail, the Cro\ra of Eu^nd 
the descendants of present of would descend to the King of Dcn- 

D 2 
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Hillsborough, a tragic scaramc|tch, did not yield* to the 
Chancellor in blunders, while ^ord Mansfield sat with 
every mask of vexation in his face at seeing h^ cobwebs 
brushed away by the awkwardness of his own instruments. 
Lord Camden, ■^ho had declared he would not attend the 
Committee, nor meddle with the botching of so bad a bill, 
made an oration that was alloVed to be a masterpiece of ete- 
quence and argument, even by his antagonists — except in 
their votes. Lord Temple, though less fine, was not less 
strong, and concluded with saying that, as he was connected 
with no man or men, so had he no enmity even to the 
Ministers, for whose miserable politics he felt a good- 
natured contempt. Lowth, Bishop of Oxford, confessed he 
could not reconcile the votes of his brethren to their pro- 
fession, so abhorrent whs the Bill from the doctrines of 
Christianity. His tremor from disuse of speaking made 
him deliver what he said with a bad grace. His old 
enenjy Warburton, as ready to sacrifice his Christianity to 
his interest, as he had embraced it for his interest, replied 
to him in a style even ludicrous, and with so much indeli- 
cacy, that Lord Pembroke said the Bishop of Gloucester 
had said so mucji in behalf of fornication, that for the 
future iie should go openly to a brothel with his own 
chariot and liveries.' Keppel of Exeter voted in the 
minority, but did not speak 5 he, Lowth, and Ewer of 
Bangor, were the only three prelates who did not abandon 
all the doctrines of the Bible and of the Church on matri- 
mony ; and yet Lowth signed no protest ; and thQugh 

joaatk’s son, before him, as issue of wife? Thec^js another doubtful priu- 
the, present King’s sister. It would cess in ourTinies, of succession, though 
thei^Q to his (doubtful) sister, then to farther off ; i, e. the child of the 
the House of Orange, and then to the divorced Princess of Prussia. 

King of Denmark himself j and after s “E*en saintlike Gadby b — ts eyes, and 

him and his issue to his sister,, not to swoars 

his brother, as the ]at4er is not borh of Pembroke’s the most abandon’d of thepeers.” 
tiio^PHncess Louisa, but of a second — Diaholiad, — D. 
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Ewer Signed one, it was *001 me one that regarded the 
religious part. Thus within ^three. weeks were the 39 
Articles affirmed, and the New Testament deserfed I 

There was another incident in this debate, of which, 
though no reply was made to it, much ilbtice was taken. 
The Duke of Richmond said that, though it was known 
tkat the Duke of Cumberland was actually married, and 
though universally believed that the Duke of Gloucester 
was so too, no communication of either match had been 
made to that House — a great indecency, considering that, 
if there were children from either match, they might be- 
come entitled to the Crown. 

The Duke of Richmond had asked me ii‘ I should have 
any objection to his naming my niece Lady Waldcgrave. 
I thanked him, but said it was impossible for me to give 
his Grace any answer, for, as I did not know fhethcr she 
Avas married to the Duke of Gloucester or not, I could not 
tell whether the mention of her would servo or hurt* her. 
As 1 did not know her mind, I could not tell whether she 
would like to be mentioned or not : were she vat married, 
aifd the mention of«^t should bring that secret to light, I 
should ruin her by advising it, and therefore I begged to 
be excused from giving any opinion at all. 

Governor Pownall® had come to me on the same occa- 
sion, aud I had given him the same answ'er. Even with 
General Conway I would not talk on the subject; I told 
him he knew how little fond I was of royal families, and 
how* little desirous of being related to them; that I had 
done all I could to break jafif my niece’s connexion with tflS 
Duke of Glouceijter, and that, not having succeeded, I had 
determined never to meddle with that affair more, and had 

® He jbad married Lady Fawkner, 1 intriKaiwg womani^ and intimate both 
sister of my brother-in-law Mr. I with Lady Walde^iave and the Pucho8$ 
Churchill. lAdy Fawkner wasaveiy j of Cumberland. 
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strictly kept ray resolution ; th^t I knew, if he diSsented 
from the bill, that it woul(| be^ supposed I had influenced 
him, but, “hs I should declare I had not, I would^have it to 
say with the utmost truth that I 'would not suffer even 
him to talk to tae on the subject ; and though, according 
to his custom, he was anxious that I. should advise him 
what was proper for him to do with regard to his character,’ 
I persisted in not talking to him on the subject. All I 
would say, and which was not at all in character for me to 
say, was that I thought he should not offend the King if he 
could help it. When I would not go into the Court by 
the straight door, I was resolved nobody should even sus- 
pect that I wished to creep up by a private staircase. 

. The majority was much increased on the ^ih. Lord 
Mansfield had told the King that his Ministers were di- 
vided (in truth they were in their hearts unanimous 
against the bill), and that he. must oblige them to support 
it heartily, or change his Administration. The advice was 
taken and succeeded. The King grew dictatorial, and all 
his creatures kissed the earth. It was given out that he 
would take a dissent on this bill a^a personal aflront — 
adieu! qualms, fears, and care of posterity! Zeal, and 
money, and influence of all sorts went to work, and the 
consequence was a division against Lord Eockingham’s 
questions of 90 to 32. Lord Carlisle 'voted against the 
individual question thayie' had voted for two days before. 
To complete his folly, the next time he did not vote at'all. 
I shall say nothing of the bill in the Committee, as I have 
CBmprehended part of what w^s' saW that day in the 
oif the preceding debate, and because, though many 
alteraiidns were proposed, not biie was admitted. 

e ' - 

? I say -feo lii54>ta|ise, nor did I ever give htei any advice that was not 
Btrictiy honom^Me for Mm, 
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On the third reading ‘ Lord Lyttelton put home to the 
bishops their renegade behaviour, which was defended on 
mere political principles by the Archbishop of York * and 
the Bishops of St. Asaph® and liincoln.'' I approve 
bishops that are good citizens ; but *if the duty of a citizen 
clashes with that of a pastor, and he prefers the former, I 
know what to think of his Christianity. In the present 
case I am certain that the Bench made a compliment 
of their religion to their King, not a sacrifice of it to 
their country, whose future peace their votes may dread- 
fully have hazarded. Those fathers of the Church^'werc 
hampered by the Duke of Eichmond, who quoted a case® 
that happened in the reign of Henry VI., when, a law 
bSing passed to forbid the remarriage of a Queen Dowager, 
the whole Bench of Bishops refused to join in it. After 
two more divisions the bill was passed at night and sent to 
the Commons. 

A protest of great strength and weight, admirably drawn 
by the Duke of Kichinond and Burke, was signed 

by fourteen of the dissenting Peere : another, more con- 


' Mar<$h 8rd. 

® Dr. fifty Dhimmoistl. 

3 pr. Barrington, brother of Lord 
Barrington, Secretary at War. 

♦ Dr. Greene. 

^ This case was discovered in Rymer’fl 
Foedera, by the Oomte de Lauragais, 


son of the Duke de Brancas. ; Laiuti- 
gais, a wild dissolute man, Of a head^iot 
very sound, but of some parts, had come 
to England to publish a book against 
the new despotism in France, for which 
his estate had^*1bcen forfeited, and 
whither he did not dare to return. 
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fined to . the argument of reli^on, was signed by Lord 
Temple, Lord Lyttelton, apd four more ; and a short one 
by the LOrd Radnor alone. 

On the same 3rd of March, on the occasion given by 
Dr. Nowel’s il.solent sermon, Mr. Frederick Montague 
moved the House of Commons for leave to bring in a bill 
for laying aside the observance of the 30th of January.- 
He protested against .any idea of his designing an attack 
on the Church. He revered the Church, he said ; not, 
indeed, that high-flying Church under Bancroft and Laud, 
but the mild Church under Tillotson. It was out of 
respect that he made the motion. It was a great oppres- 
sion on the clergy to be obliged to read the service of that 
day, which Bishop Burnet said was drawn up by Sancroft ; 
and, as others said, had been enlarged by Father Petre, 
and was full of impiety, containing throughout a parallel 
between Jesus Christ and Charles I. Should that service 
not be abrogated now, while Dr. Nowel’s sermon was ring- 
ing in their ears, he could never Hope to see it repealed, 
nor would ever repeat his motion. The nation might 
as well be concerned for Richard II. as for Charles I. 
He was seconded by Mr. Hipsley Cox, a young man 
of very quick parts ; and answered in a long, absurd 
rhapsody, stuffed with all the prejudices of clergy and 
old women, by Sir Roger Newdigate, who also, *in Dr. 
Nowel’s .name, disclaimed any design of offence in his 
pffensive'sermon. T. Townshend said, Henry I V. of France 
was hot made a Saint, and yet was so excellent a prince 


^Uy obnduct of tlie Booking- 
ham paxfcy appeared in a new in- 
stancy. , Jnsti^ad of cpnsulting Lord 
Oamdeni, or asking' ad thehead pf 
the law .on . their side* to draw their 


protest, they, oidy sent, it to him inde- 
cently, at seven o'clock of, the very 
morning on which it was to be signed. 
As they might well have expected, ho 
returned it nnsJgnedi i . 
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that it Would be a disgrace to compare Charles I. with him. 
Judge Jefieries deserved as jrauch to be mourned for. 
Fox' spokfe against innovation, and, being'of enormous fat- 
ness, said, with humour, that nobody would believe he had 
ever fasted on the 30th of January. He all the other 
sj^urious descendants* of Charles, except Admiral Keppel, 
now supported the memory of their patriarch, and the 
Court® under Lord North taking upvthe cause, the motion 
was rejected by 125 to 97 ; even General Conway, from 
too timid candour and that plausible argument of avoiding 
disputes, the palladium of all established nonsense, voting 
in the majority. 

On the 4?7i, the Marriage Bill being delivered to the 
House of Commons, Mr. Seymour and Mr. Cornwall 
moved to have it printed, which was refused by a majority 
of 193 to 109. Lord North, however, by no means 
equally fond of the bill with Lord Mansfield, nor so im- 


This was Stephen Fox, who further 
said that he saw no. harm in the ob- 
servance of the 30th of January, ex- 
cept that it compelled the Speaker to 
go to church once a year. Sir Thomas 
Cave ended a few observations by re- 
counting a visit of Queen Caroline to 
the pictures of the sovereigns of Eng- 
land, painted bv Bicbardson. Observing 
the portrait of a plain-looking indivi- 
dual betjreen Charles 1. and Charles 
IL, she asked the pointer if he called 
tliat personag(l a king, “ No, madam,” 
answered Bichardson, “ he is no king ; 
hut it is good for kings to have him 
among them as a memento^” In con- 
nexion with tlxis subject I may add 
that m 1733, from the 23rd to the 30tli 
of January, there raged in the metro- 
polis the “ London he^^ache %and 
fever,” which were exjiehsively fatal; 
more than 1500 persdns dying there- 
from in the eapited. Some chroniclers 
of the fact, rmembering that in 1649 
Charles denied the jurifildiction of his 
judges on tlie 23rd of the above month, 
and that he suffered death on the»30th. 


I have suggested, not without a littlo 
hesitation indeed, that the dostructivo- 
nosB and duration of the malady migJit 
bo an assurance to royalists that London 
had not then expiated the murder or 
martyrdom which had taken place at 
■Wliitelnill more than fourscore yelrs 
before.— *D. 

^ One of Lord Bute’s sons, and an- 
other Stuart, probably for a littlo popu- 
larity with the Whigs, voted against 
the fast ; but it was well said by sl 
Whig, that they did so because the 
Pretender bad scratched the name of 
Chart’bs iVaa a heretic ou* of hispro- 
I clamatiouu 

* It is remarkable that the present 
King had never from the beginning of 
his reign gone to church on the SQMa 
of January, whereas George 11. always 
^d, wore mourning on tnat day, and 
everybody went to Court in mourning. 
His sister, the Qu^n of Prussia, as is 
more natural for all princes who do not 
ersonally profit )>} the ruin of the 
tuarts, was a dcl^fiared Jacobite. 
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petuous to dispute it, agreed to a Committee for searching 
the Journals of the Lord| ; and consented to the debate 
being po?tponed%to Monday 9tk. 

The same day Sawbridge’s motion for Triennial Parlia- 
ments was treated with great slight, and rejected by 251 
to 83. 

While these things were in agitation, the situation of 
the Queen of Denmfirk and her favourite grew worse. 
Rantzau, and two other noblemen, heads of the con- 
spiracy, governed the King despotically, and never suffered 
him to be out of their sight, Rantzau even lying in his 
chamber. Of his son* no notice was taken or mention 
made. The Court of England knew, or at least said, very 
little of what was passing there, except that the Queen was 
to be sent to Norway. King George, however, to mark 
his resentment of the treatment of his sister and brother-in- 
law, and his approbation of Mr. Keith's spirit in her be- 
half, sent him the Order of the Bath, with a positive com- 
mand to put it on immediately himself, since there was no 
sovereign in Denmark to invest him with it. It might be 
justified to send this riband, though none was vacant ; but 
il^was not very wise to mark anger when it was not safe to 
do more. When there was so little spirit in our councils, 
the Danes, who had trampled on their own King, were not 
likely to tremble at Mr. Keith’s red riband. 

9th. The Royal Marriage Bill was to be read the se- 
cond tiine by the Commons, but Dowdswell, to prevent 
the reading, went into a strong confutation of the asser- 
tion in t^ King’s message, that ^ to the Crown had al- 
ways belonged the care and approbation, of. marriages in 
the Royal Family, which he proved to be a falsehood, even 
by the recent .opinion given by the Judges in the other 
House. The dfown could Wve had no such right, because 
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the law* gave ho remedy ; and remedy there must be if 
there is law. 'The Star Ohagiber was all the remedy! 
The Crowh has no legal prerogative that cannot brought 
into Westminster Hall. The bill would tend to extermi- 
nate the House of Hanover. He moved arflesolution that 
the assertion was unfounded in any law, and unwarranted 
by the opinion of any of the Judges of England. Mr. 
Seymour seconded the motion, witji bitter reflections on 
the bill, which he said he heard came from the Lord Chief 
Justice:* he read sevei^l cases, in particular the opinion 
of the Bishops that the Duke of York’s was a valid marriage. 
Mr. Herbert was for reading the bill, though he declared 
strongly against the doctrines in it, which he said only 
tended to oppress such great families as should happen to 
marry with the blood royal. T. Titt spoke well against 
the bill, which he said ought to be intituled an Act decla- 
ratory of obsolete and dangerous laws. Mr. Cornwall went 
farther, and wished to know who had advised the bill. 
Wedderburn, the Solicitor-General, spoke with infinite 
applause in favour of the bill. The most remarkable part 
of his speech was, that he restricted the Royal Family to 
the Settlement by King William, and would not allow 
that any descendant of Edward III. could claim the 
Crown on failure of that Settlement — a strange proposition ! 
Dunning answered him in a speech that lasted above two 
hours, but was tedious and disgusting. Charles Fox (who 
it was believed had already marie his peace, that is, his 
bargain) was not , only , very temperate, but profuse of 
incense to Lord North on the stand he had m^de against 
Opposition,, and pf fiis grief for difiering with hhui One 
sage observation he made : it had been urged and cases 


^ Mansfield. 
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had bie6h quoted of persons fined for being concfJrned' in 
Royal matches : he said,^there ought to he a bill* of 
indemnify, as it* was known there were great j)ersons in 
the predicament. Lord North was not ungrateful, but 
returned Fox*^ flattery with interest, and not without 
ridicule for its being so exaggerated, and for its being proof 
of his fear. Burke spoke with much wit, and laughed at 
the grand opinion in ^^ortescue’s Reports. * History was not 
law ; and the arguments used on this occasion were the 
same that had been employed td defend . ship-money and 
the dispensing power. General Conway disapproved the 
motion, yet owned he“ thought the Crown claimed more 
than it was entitled to. He lamented his doubts, feared 
he must express them in the Committee, wished to combine 
his affection for the iting with his free opinion, was a 
friend to the principle of the bill and to the minutest wish 
of the Crown. At one in the morning the House divided 
on the orders of the day, when it was carried for the 
second reading of the bill by 268 to 140. Lord Irnham,* 
his son the Colonel, and another Luttrell, voted with the 
Opposition ; who moved to adjourn, but it was carried to 
proceed to the reading. After the last division Colonel 
Barre said the Ministers had been holding a bed of justice 
to register an edict, instead of meeting an English parlia- 
ment ; but he would leave the House when prerogative 
stalked at>that dead hour of the night. Lord North was 
question^ and forced to explain away a daring expression, 
that the King would approve of the conduct of those -who 
did not use an improper violence.^ 

On the 1 HA, when the House should, have gone into 
thq Coinmittee on the bill, the affair took a new turn. It 

® Bimon* liuttfel?, Lord Irnham, father of the Duchess of Cumberland. 
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appeared tluit there were three distinct bodies : the first 
were totaHy. against the priiicij^e of the bill ; these were 
Sir William Meredith, the leader of a very, small ^uadron, 
and supposed, by the Rockingham party, to lean to the 
Court;- to them were joined the Shelbiirwl faction, and, 
■on this occasion, the Foxes. The second division were 
fpr going into the Committee “in order to mend the bill, 
thinking some restraint necessary, yet enemies to the bill 
unless corrected. The third troop was the Ministerial 
squadron, who desired to send the bill to the Committee 
for form, but void of any intention of altering it, though 
they disavowed that intention, Staphen Fox, in patriot 
terms, complained of the enormity of recurring to history 
for precedents ; Stanley fetched precedents from Vienna, 
Berlin, Turin, and every arbitrary 'court, yet he lamented 
the unlimited flight of the bill, and yet approved even that, 
since he could not devise a better method. Captain Phipps 
more shrewdly observed that the Parliament was so flat- 
tering to the Royal Family, tluxt it was giving leave to the 
Princes of the Blood to lie with our wives, and forbidding 
them to mairy our daughters,^ The very draught of the 
bill showed the hand of one * wedded to tyranny, and the 
fruit tasted of the tree of prerogative. When the bill 
should be passed the author of it would lay himself down 

® There could not be greater servility maid of honour to a Duchess of Zell, 
in a free nobility and gentry * than to and then left-handed wife t(va Duke of 
fetch a little &mily from Germany, and Zell, father of the wife of King George I. 
indulge them in the scorn they had for The Queen was daughter of a younger 
marrying into our Emilies. The House branch of the insignificant House of 
of Hanover was descended from a low Mecklenburg. « 

Frenchwoman, one Mile. d’J)lbreu3e, * Lord Mansfield. 


* When Louis XIV. broke off the match of MaderaolseUc with Laiisun, and ordered his 
Ministers at foreign Courts to declare he scorned such an alliance, his nobility, slaves as they 
are, represented to him the disgrace ho inflicted on tiiem, whose families had so often had the 
honour of matching with the House of Bourbon. I^lantagenets, Tudors, an^Stuarts matched witJi 
the nobility. The House of Hanover, though at best descended from tb#iittle family of JKsle in 
Italy, scorned It. 
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with the pleasing idea of the tyranny he had infUcted on 
this country. Mr. Herbert said the bill ought to. be 
intituled An Act to encourage Adultery and Fornication. 
Colonel Barre asked directly if more was intended, and 
whether it wai^ meant to attack the Duke of Cumberland’s 
marriage? And let not, said he, that other marriage® 
be a doubt. Did they me5n to bastardize the children* of 
those two princes ? It had taken eighty or ninety years 
to quiet the parties raised by the Act of Settlement — was 
another Act of Settlement to be made now ? He said 
Lord North was the honestest and justest man in the 
administration, which yet was no compliment, nor did he 
pretend to mean one ; for thp majority, it would be exactly 
the same whoever should succeed him. When the King’s 
children should be grdwn up, what were they to do ? All 
women would avoid them. They would have no paddock 
of their own ; they would, indeed, have a right of com- 
mon. Would Lord North like to be a prince of the 
blood ? “Or you. Sir,” said he to the Speaker, “ should you 
have a handsome wife, should she grant the favour to a 
prince, and you should demand damages of a jury, would not 
they laugh in your face, and ask why you had tied up the 
princes from marrying ?” Charles Fox was so inoffensive 
that, as Burke said afterwards, the dissent of some gentlemen 
was the opposition of half an hour. Lord George Germaine 
said, things wore a bad aspect when it was necessary to revive 
prerogative : it was drawing in Parliament to give a right 
that had never existed. It was right to send the Jbill to 
the Committee, as it was absolutely necessary to declare that 
it was no ex-post-facto law. Lord Folkstohe,® mentioning the 
Duke of Cumberland’s marriage, added, “ Beport says the 


» The Duke of CHovoester’s. 


I * Son of tile Earl of Eadiior. 
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Duke of Gloucester is married still more eXceptionably in 
point of birth.* Had the Ministers been impartial, they 
would hav* brought in the bill when that match wiS made.” 
Lord North said the bill would prevent, not punish, im- 
proper-marriages. Sir W. Meredith said Lord Hard- 
wicke’s bill had given rise to the doctrine of marriage 
being only a civil contract. If had lessened the sacredness 
of the tie, and given a loose to divorces ; there were fifty 
bills of divorce then actually before the House. For the 
persons who were against the principle of the bill and yet 
for carrying it to the Committee, they were like a man 
who takes a common prostitute to his arms and then 
marries in hopes of reclaimi:^ her. Burke took up this 
expression very warmly, and ridiculed Sir William with 
much wit. The gentleman, he said, had got on a high 
prancing horse, but it was not well in him to bespatter others 
as they passed by on foot ; that he himself was married 
and had been seven years in Opposition, and that, as he 
thought he could hold it, it was proper for him to go on ; 
and therefore, if he did not go as fast as was wished by that 
gentleman, who had only a step or two to go, it was be- 
cause he had farther to go. At past dne in the morning 
the House divided, and, by the jarring of the Opposition, 
the Ministers carried it by 300 to 64 to go into the Com- 
mittee tin the 13th; Dowdswell, Burke, the Cavendishes, 
T. Pitt, T. Townshend, Lord George Germaine, and most 
of the Rockinghams voting with the Ministry; Sif George 
SaviUe with the minority. This new disagreement in the 
Opposition was the first fruit of their revival. As the* 
Court paid men f§r their opinion, that party had but one 
opinion ; the unpaid, as was natural, had twenty. 


7 Lady Waldegrave was a natural daughter. 
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On the I3th, the House being resolved, into a Com- 
mittee on the Eoyal Marriage Bill, the Eockingham paxty 
desired to begin with the preamble, which it ia generally 
the custom to postpone till the clauses of a bill are settled. 
Lord North declared it was indifferent to him- which 
method was preferred. General Conway objected to the 
preamble being read, and safd the clauses ought to stand On 
their own merit, not depend on the introdnction, and that, 
as the House was likely to hear a great deal in the course 
of the bill, he hoped they should not hear it oftener than 
was necessary. For his part, he should neither be capti- 
vated by history nor poetry. Charles Fox observed that 
he was not surprised that t^e (Rockingham) gentlemen 
were for going into the preamble, as they did not know 
how to attain their ends, and always defeated their own pur- 
poses. The House was not inclined to divide about the 
preamble, but Eigby, eager to get Conway, whom he 
hated, into a minority, drove on a division, and, the Eock- 
inghams voting with the Court, there were but 68 for 
postponing the preamble, and 203 for reading it then. 
This prelude was of no consequence, and only gave the 
Court false hopes that the rupture in the Opposition would 
continue favourable to them ; but things soon wore another 
aspect. The arrogance with which the Ministerial party 
set up prerogative, the total want of argument to“support 
those pretensions, the opinion of the Judges, which fell so 
far short of what was claimed, the injustice of the bill, the 
indefinite extent of it, and the civil wars which it might 
^occasion, had made deep impressions on several members, 
who were eyen zealous eourtiers't Jtndjthough the nature 
of the bill could not affect the people but collaterally or in 
remote degrees, and though tlje inactivity of the Opposi- 
tion luE^heglehted to inform the nation of the dangerous 
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tendencjj of the bill in various lights, still was this House 
of Commons, as I have observe(| on several occasions, pos- 
sessed of so many conscientious men, that the’’ Crown 
found reason to perceive that the constitution was ‘not 
totally at its mercy, nor could be destroyed without a 
•struggle. * 

The preamble was no sooner" read ® than Mr. Dowdswell 
moved to leave out the words “ and therefore the kings of 
this realm, have been intrusted loitk the care thereof” This 
occasioned a very serious and fine debate till near midnight, 
five-and-twenty persons speaking either on the one side or 
the other, with great disadvantage on the side of the Court — 
Sir Fletcher Norton as a iri^d^ and General Conway as 
an enemy to the bill, contributing most to the detriment of 
the King’s cause. Sir Fletcher, inSidiously towards Lord 
Mansfield, said, if the prerogative asserted was false, the 
word had no business in the preamble ; if true, the words 
should be handed down to posterity. It was a bold asser- 
tion of a bold prerogative ; it was a commendable warmth 
with which gentlemen had disputed the King’s right. He 
would not militate with every gentleman’s opinion ; he 
would speak his own frankly. The term Royal Family 
ought to be first settled. If he saw the Royal Family so 
extensive as some did, he should be against the bill ; but 
there was nothing to fear from prerogative. If he should 
be asked if he could draw the line, he would say it should 
not be drawn: he would go farther— it could »not be 
drawn. It was a matter that behoved the State to regulate, 
and right that it should be ■ ^ne. The opinion of the. 
Judges in 1717 remliined upon the books o| the Privy 
Council. Was there any opinion or any determination of 

® A Mr. Bs^ker first proposed an immaterial alteration, wHiftli was rejected by 
169 to 58. ^ 

VOL. I. 


E 
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any Jadges to the contrary of what was contended for? 
He believed, if the nine J^idges who had now given their 
opinions'had had more time allowed to them, Aey would 
havePcarried their opinions farther than the Judges did in 
1717, for the^ have gone to the presumptive heir. He 
should fix his opinion on that of the Judges. Whoever, 
that was not bred to the profession, should read law books, 
would only find it lumber in his head. Very often gentle- 
men of the law have not time to read on the subject on 
which they were to debate. He would tell the House what 
constituted the presumptive heir to the Crown: the pre- 
sumptive heir might be ten degrees off; it was propinquity, 
it was proximity to the Cro^^n, that induces the necessity 
of the case. What is propinquity? He would not tell 
there ; he could tell any gentleman at his chambers. He 
begged leave to mention an ingenious book, called a 
‘ Treatise on Collateral Consanguinity he would not enter 
into the policy of this or of the Marriage Act ; but in the 
Marriage Act princes are excepted by the term Eoyal 
Family. He dropped an obscure hint, as if the Duke of 
Cumberland’s marriage had not been properly solemnized. 
The Eoyal Family, he said, had been settled by the Act 
of Precedence in the reign of Queen Anne. — The Attorney- 
General and Morton disagreed with him and with each 
other, and Horton’s absurd speech was deservedly turned 
into great ridicule. Mr. Cornwall said he had led them 
in a cirtfle and left them just where he set out. Who could 
tell where the numerical ^cle ended, and where l)egan 
.that which the gentleman had drawn ?* For himself, he 


* 4 .\uAi/uu rose to explain himself ^ the end of the world.** .The line of 
afterwards, as to the hint at the Duke ‘ oonsaniguinity, he etill insisted, could 
of Gntnberland’s lijftch, saying,' that not be drawn. 

*‘ if it was good, it wonld be good to 
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would say, in answer to the pride with which this bill had 
been planned, if the proudest #Duke’s daughter was a fit 
alliance ftr the Royal Family, so was the daughter of a 
private gentleman : he knew of no other qualification than 
a good character. 

Mr. Siitton, Under-Secretary to Lord Rochford, a young 
man of parts, who had been bred a lawyer and was a gteat 
master of modern languages, and of a very singular turn, 
often, though in oflSce, speaking against the Court, and 
never speaking for them when he voted for them (but too 
necessary to be dismissed), fell likewise severely on the 
Speaker’s ju^ling oration. Such doetrines as Sir Fletcher’s, 
he said, were dangerous to tl\£ subject, that a prince of the 
blood, not being within the line, might marry his servant- 
maid, and afterwards by deaths might come within the line 
by proximity and propinquity to the Crown, the marriage 
might be annulled and the children bastardized. He assured 
the House that it was Sir Fletcher’s speech that had deter- 
mined him to vote against the preamble. Edmund Burke 
said he was rejoiced to hear the law as it had been stated 
by the Speaker: hitherto it had been locked up in the 
strong box of the Chair of that House, but it was now let 
loose that men and dogs might drink at the fountain till 
they burst. The preamble vitiated both the present Act 
and thb Marriage Bill; but he was struck with horror 
because there might be a doubt on the past marriage (of 
the Duke of Cumberland). He feared there wa5 a little 
of the politician mixed with the lawyer in Sir Fletcher’s 
speech ; “ but consider^ Sir,” said he, addressing himself to* 
Norton, “ this bijl will operate when you shal], be enjoying 
in anot^r world the rewards of a life well spent in this” — 
a bitter sarcasm, much tasted by the House. Thurlow, 
Attorney-General, asked if there was a doubt whether the 

E 2 
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prerogative existed ? If the Act did not pass, thes Eoyal 
Family would be surprised dinto marriages that would be a 
stain to ^hem and a disgrace to the country, ^he word 
prerogative he found was understood as if it meant fire and 
sword. A prerogative -man was as necessary as a justice of 
peace ; the bill could not affect the Duke of Cumberland’s 
marriage in the least. Sir W. Meredith said, that, though the. 
validity of the Duke Cumberland’s match seemed to be 
allowed at present, would not any Judge hereafter conclude 
that that match had been the object of this bill ? He cen- 
sured in strong terms the clause of praemunire, which is the 
loss of all a man has in the world, and perpetual imprison- 
ment. Mr. Graves observ^ how extraordinary it was 
that not a single book written on prerogative had ever men- 
tioned this pretended right over Royal marriages. Ad- 
dresses proved nothing ; ^ they are always consonant to the 
temper of the times. He did not believe his Majesty was 
informed of the extent of the bill. John Cranford, an 
amiable young Scot, said he believed gentlemen disliked 
the preamble because they thought it an old prerogative 
converted into a new law. He thanked the gentleman for 
explaining marriage ; for his part, he had ever thought it a 
cruel encroachment on the rights of mankind. The bill he 
believed was capable of being made better ; but he would 
not obstruct it because he could not get through ‘all the 
niceties.' Morton (though a Court Tory) said he totally 
differed "Vyith Sir Fletcher Norton that a prosecution had 
ever been commenced against any person of the Royal 
jPamily for marrying without the consent of the Crown: 
be defied , him to show that it was punishable by the laws 

9 .This alluded to an argument used the Duke of York’s marriage with the 
by tk® Court, that House of Com- Priucess of Modena, 

mons addressed, Charles II. to hinder 
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of the land. It was called the law of the Crown, not pre- 
rogative. Sir Fletcher said he^had been misrepresented — 
that he h4d not a particle of doubt existing on the validity 
of the Duke of Cumberland’s marriage. 

Sawbridge stated a case that made mdch impression: 
had this hill existed in King William's time, he might have 
p'evenied the Duke of Ghucederjrom marrying, and intro- 
duced his own family. Lord North said but little ; that 
the right had been proved by records under the great seal, 
and that the bill was the reverse of a Prerogative Bill ; 
the preamble was built in the prerogative it enjoys. Charles 
Fox made a greater figure than eves, chiefly at the expense 
of Sir Fletcher Norton, who^ dreaded abilities he held in 
contempt ; but he first blamed Lord North for having said 
indiscreetly on the preceding day that there were 300 
members to 64 who had declared the bill to be agreeable 
to law, yet many of the 300 had entered their protest 
against being included in that opinion. He himself bad 
ever thought the bill odious ; he thought it ten times more 
so since he had heard Sir Fletcher’s doctrines. It was the 
more odious from the uncertainty under which he had left 
it — “ that glorious uncertainty,” said he, “ which always 
attends the law.” ® Had any gentleman explained the term 
descendants of the Royal Family ? He would answer No ! 
He had been told that particular care had been taken to 
find out the person who solemnized the Duke of Cumber- 
land’s marriage^ — for what purpose he knew not. This and 
muclj more he uttered with great warmth, energy, and 
applause. -General Conway, with serious dignity and be-* 
coming fiiraneSZjvdid hot make less impressions He owned 
he was a friend the principle of the bill, but thought 

* His fattier, Lord HoUaad, too, l«d always taken great jrfbasure in attacking 
the lawyers. 
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there would be a degree of absurdity in voting ca right 
what was only a complinient — a compliment that ought 
not to 0e paid anywhere: it was creating a {Jower that 
could never be taken away again. He begged the House 
to consider this, and told them they would not do their 
duty if they did not resist the preamble. At half an 
hour after eleven at nighty the House divided, and, to the 
great mortification of the Court, their majority, which 
on the first day of the bill had amounted to 128, was 
now sunk to 36 — the numbers being 200 to 164 : a clear 
proof of the badness of the bill, for conscience must be 
violently attacked when so triumphant a superiority as 128 
shrinks from the test. had the Court, by new 

intemperance and folly, raised from the dead a departed 
Opposition — demonstration that it was not a desire of 
tranquillity and legal government that was aimed at, but 
extension of prerogative. 

•On the 14#A, in the evening, Mr^ Conway came to me, 
and showed me a letter he had received from his brother. 
Lord Hertford, in which the latter said the King had 
written to him that morning, complaining grievously of 
Conway’s opposition to the bill, though the King had, as 
he said, shown him so many marks of kindness ; and 
though it was a personal question to himself. Conway 
asked me what he should do, for be would not disgrace 
himself by retracting. I said he was sensible that I had 
refused‘ to talk to him on the bill because I had not 
meddled in my niece’s connection with the Duke of jjrlou- 
c^ter, whatever it were, nor^ would with the bill; but 
that now he (Conway) had taken hil part, and asked my 
advice on the present oecasionj I would give it him fairly. 
The question^ I sai(f, was indeed personal to, the King, — 
nay, and too 5)ersonal, for it went to an extension of his 
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prerogative, a point in which he ought not to ask or expect 
to be obliged. That the dut^ to our country was to 
supersede private gratitude. Kings might enslave a nation 
if their favours were to tie men up from obeying their 
conscieflce. That I approved what he (Conway) had 
’done, and’ begged him not to recant for his own sake. I 
said it ill became his brother to interfere in what con- 
cerned his honour; and I added that, if he allowed his 
brother to dissuade him from acting as he ought to do, he 
himself would have no thanks : Lord Hertford would 
have all the merit, and, instead of Conway’s receiving 
favours. Lord Hertford would be rewarded for governing 
him. He agreed with me erj^irely, censured his brother 
for his unbounded servility, and owned that he was now 
convinced that what I had so often told him, and which 
he never believed before, was true — that Lord Mansfield 
aimed at stretching the prerogative. Lord Hertford wrote 
him more letters, but they had no effect. The King was 
so indiscreet as to write to that silly boy Lord Sefton, 
whom he had lately made an earl,^ and who voted against 
the bill ; and Sefton kept away on the 16th. Colonel 
Burgoyne, who had kept a\t^ay too, ‘was made to vote for 
the bill. 

On the l6#/i the Committee sat again till two in the 
morning, the Opposition fighting the bill so strenuously 
that they could not get through a whole clause. DowdS- 


^ Oliarl^s William. . ei^th Viscount 
Molyneux, was created Earl of Sefton 
in 1771. He.died in 1795. HiS mother,. 
Marla Leverljr, by a tkird marriage 
with Mr; Errington, 6f: Nbrthumberr 
land, became the mother of Maria, who, 
marrying with M^^ Walter' toythe, be- 
came in her^tom the mother .bf the 
celebrated **Mrs, Ha^ Anne (m: Idafia, 


as her tombstone at Brighton has it) 
Eitzherbert,’* who, like Maria Leverly, 
(or, as the name is sometimes written, 
Levefy), was the wife of three succes- 
sive husbe>nds, the last of whom, it is 
hardly nefessary to add, and "there- 
fore/' asM&.Bhirley Brooks remarks on 
a similar occasion, jfiet us odd it,” was 
(George IV. — D. 
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well moved to omit in the first clause the words defendants 
of George II., and insert^ chiidren and grandchildren, or 
heir-a'pparent to the Crown, in order to give some limita- 
tion to the bill. The Ministers refused to come into the 
amendment. After some debate, Eose Fuller, a ministerial 
man, said he had been endeavouring to find out some proper 
limitation, but could possibly discover none, for which 
reason he thought the bill ought to be limited in time — 
that is, to be restrained to the reign of his present Majesty 
and one year after his demise ; and that, should he con- 
tinue of the same opinion after the bill was gone through, 
he would propose this restriction as an amendment to the 
bill. He was not for trusting the Crown with powers that 
could never be got back. Richard Whitworth, a neces- 
sitous member of the Opposition, who had spoken against 
the bill, had now been bought off and spoke for it. 
General Conway, who always spoke admirably when 
warmed, attacked the bill again with peculiar energy. 
He had attended, he said, to every argument on that im- 
portant bill, professed himself a friend to the principle of 
it though not to the form, and therefore wished such a 
bill might be sent out of the House as might do honour 
to it. His objection was to the extent, and therefore he 
should like the limitation in point of time, and approved 
the amendment proposed. The extent propcteed was 
e1iorm6us. The canons of the Church pointed out a limit, 
as welf as the act of Harry VIII. He would first fix 
the line, and then add heir presumptive. He could not 
agree that any great inconvenience had ever attended the 
marriages of the Royal family with ^subjects j the mischief 
had not flowed from proximity to the Crown, but from the 
power of the great barons. Fifty improper marriages 
were preferable to making the Crown elective, as Wedder- 
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bum h|d falsely declared it would be if all persons within 
the Act of Settlement should Ml.® The ifudges, in 1717, 
declared Ae right of the Crown was mqre over tlfe educa- 
tion of princes than over their marriage. Should this bill 
pass they must all be educated too by the Crown. No 
regard oOght to be paid to an inconvenience that had hap- 
pened ; the bill ought to be corrected. It was a law not 
fit to go out as it was drawn ; he wojuld venture to say the 
House could not pass it. Wei'e he capable of paying a 
complimerd on this occasion, he shoidd think his tongue 
would wither in his mouth. It was an act for which Par- 
liament could not have any complaisance. They were 
such acts that had disgrace^ Parliament. There was a 
duty superior to everything else. He would have such a 
bill, but taken up hereafter with less precipitation. Lord 
North shuddered at Conway’s words, but had not the 
courage to act as honest a part, chicaned on forms of 
making the amendment, which took up much time and 
brought on a long controversy on order, which provoked 
T. Townshend so much that he cried out, “Let us have 
no dirty tricks ! ” Lord North was exceedingly hurt with 
this and other attacks, particularly at Conway’s reflecting 
on the complaisance of the majority, which, he said, the 
House would not bear. He himself was independent, the 
Parliament was independent. Gentlemen bad a flippant 
way of saying things against Parliament. Captain Phipps 
turned the debate towards Lord. Mansfield by a •beautiful 
simije, in which he described the tree of prerogative with 
the wily serpent winding up it, and ofiering the fruit tc» 


® What possible pretence could there Protestants of their right? I can see 
be for setting aside the descendants of no reasoh but that the Stuarts might 
Edward III, ? Papists are rejected be eligible, if the descendants of 
because of their religion; but what Gfeorge IL shquItKftih 
reason can there be for depriving 
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the house of Brunswick. De Grey saying the coldest was 
become a question of bodUy strength, E. Burke in a fine 
rhapsody cried out, he hailed the omen ! He ‘had never 
had a better opportunity. “Self-denying Court!” said 
he ; “ mild aristocracy ! When the message came first, it 
was a round little dwarf ; the preamble was a herald at 
arms, with all his trappings ; and then came the Knight 
of the Sorrowful Coimtenance.” He then quite ranted 
with eloquent bombast, and then with admirable pathetic, 
and seeming to see the image of Lord Mansfield, he cried 
out, “He has no child ” who first formed this bill! ® He was 
no judge of the crime of following Nature 1 ” But if it 
is true that eloquence fascinates the passions, it is as true 
that gold is a counterpoison. Nor Burke’s oratory, nor 
Conway’s energy, nor Charles Fox’s logic could unseal 
the ears into which the golden infusion had been dropped. 
Wedderburn said the act was calculated to make royal 
marriages solemn and notorious, and to restrain improper 
marriages. It had been said that if the Duke of York 
had not married Lady Anne Hyde the revolution would 
not have happened. He would say that it would not have 
happened unless he had married the Princess of Modena. 
It was said marriage would prevent the licentiousness of 
princes : had not everybody heard of their amours when 
married ? The Duke of Berwick had sprung from such 
amours. Sir George Seville said there was not a man in 
the Hoifse but could propose less objectionable words than 
those in the bill. Charles Fox said no decent reason had 
been given why the words should not be descendants of 
George IILi not of Geoi^e II. He was not clear the 
bill had not a retrospective view. He spoke on with 


« Macbeth. 
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great for^e, though less applauded than the preceding day, 
yet etill severe on Sir Fletche^ Norton, who rose again, 
and said the severe chastisement he had received the 
other day had had no effect upon him ; abuse never had. 
When he was in the wrong he would kiss the rod. He 
■desired a truce with arguments drawn from his great wig 
and being locked up in his strong box. He had a rough 
side of his tongue as well as other gentlemen, though he 
had forborne to make use of it. He was as ready to de- 
scend from the Chair as he had been to ascend it : it was 
not an honour he had sought. He would explain his 
sentiments, which had been grossly, misrepresented. So 
far from throwing a doubt on the present marriage (of the 
Duke of Cumberland), he had given it as a datum. If 
fame said true, the solemnities of that marriage were not 
complied with, and in that case the saving clause in the 
Marriage Act could only indemnify. He had asked, was 
the term Royal Family known or not? Give him the 
case, he would give the rule. He thought words should 
be moved more restrictive than those already moved. 
When the Koyal Family was branched out, could he 
call them the Koyal Family? he could not; therefore he 
thought some regulation necessary. Thus did his explana- 
tion leave his opinion more obscure, more unintelligible 
than ever; probably he could not explain it better. 
Charles Fox implored him to assist them with proper 
words, since he and the other lawyers disagreed. • Burke 
and QornwaJl lashed him again, but to no purpose. Then 
the House divided, and by the unwearied efforts of the 
Court, who had sent'to Scotland for votes and had used 
every other means <5f procuring them, there were 222 for 
the original words and 164 for the amendment. The 
Opposition then moved to adjourn : the^^inisters, on 
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a new dirision, determined to proceed; but ^o many 
members went away thai^ at two o’clock in'^tbe morning 
the Hdbse broke up without having advanced d step. 

The Committee sat again on the 1 8 th, when Charles 
Fox proposed to omit the words other than the -issue of 
pfincesses married into foreign families, and substitute the 
words, being a suHgect of ’ Great Britain, because, as he 
showed, foreigners cpuld not be bound by our laws ; and 
that foreign families would take in so many cases that 
there would be more danger of foreign wars even than of 
domestic. Sir W. Meredith urged that even the Bishop 
of Osnaburg, the King’s second son, teas a foreign sove- 
reign prince, and could not he hound by the hill. Should 
he marry, as he would have a right to do, without the King’s 
consent, and his next broth&r with it, and the Prince of 
Wales die without children, there would be a contested 
succession. Queen Elizabeth succeeded to the crown, 
though bastardized. Lord North could only say, in answer 
to this very strong case, that the Bishop of Osnaburg was 
not an hereditary sovereign, and that his children would be 
only princes of England. Burke said that the Bishop, as a 
prince of the empire, could not be restrained from marry- 
ing. The lines drawn in the bill were loosely, not safely 
drawn. This was a law to create doubts', till now, laws 
were made to explain doubts. Wedderburn said, children 
born abroad of English parents are English subjects — still 
he couW not evade the personal'case of the Bishop. One 
or two particulars in the hill he owned must he altered. 
Charles Fox persisted in asking whether persons not 
subjects of England came within th*e Act ? Mr. Jackson 
said they would. Mr. Sutton and Sir W. Meredith showed 
the great hardship on younger princes, whe, having no 
appanages, tvduld yet he debarred from man-ying heiresses. 
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Wedderb^rn, on the contrary, owned the Act did not mean 
to bind foreiffeers, nor could it '^ind them. Mr. Hussey 
said, if the* Prince of Wales should marry Muthout the 
King’s consent, he would inherit Hanover, though not the 
Crown of England. Charles Fox urged that, while the 
lawyers coMradicted one another^ it was in vain to say, as 
Wddderburn maintained, that the line was ascertained. 
This would be the first time that ever a penal law was 
passed with the lawyers differing. Governor Johnson said 
there was nothing but confusion and ambiguity in every 
clause of the bill. Would men lay their hands upon their 
swords, and say. This is a good cause»? General Conway 
said he did not think the amejidment would answer the 
purpose, and should not be for it. The Attorney-General 
Thurlow oirnied the bUl must be altered, according as 
eoaigencies should arise. The amendment, though so very 
weakly opposed, was notwithstanding rejected by 188 to 
102, so little were men deterred by a cloud of dangers 
from pursuing their instant interest ! 

Mr. Phipps then asked, as the chairman proceeded with 
the clause, why the Duke of Cumberland had not been 
punished by the King's prerogative, if the King, as the 
preamble asserted, had such prerogative f Was the bill 
preferred as a safer and surer mischief? lie be^ed 
pardon ; •the prince had been twice punished ; his horses 
had been turned out of the Royal mews, and himself for- 
bidden the Court, according to the text, the cattle dnd the 
strange that is within thy gates.'’ The prince was still of 


7 The democracy adopted their own in his sedan to service at St. Jameses 
method of commenting on*the conduct * Ohapel, one of the crowd through which 
of George III, towards his brother the he passed thrust a paper into the rojral 
Duke of Cumberland, for whom he was chair, on which was written — “ First 
supposed to have small affecthm— he go and be reconcile to thy brother, 
could indeed have but small respect . and then come and ofler thy gift.” The 
As the King was going about this time I Dulie did not lose much by being for* 
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th# Privy Council, and high in the sea servic^— had he 
been turned out, the queltion would have biln asked- who 
advised the measure, and had sown dissension h% the Royal 
Family f The dlhancellor, he said, was a puppet, while 
there was one pouring poison into the King’s ear, and, 
serpent-like, slipping his skin every year, as it ‘best suited 
his purpose. By the words sign manual the House would 
never be able to get at the person who should advise the 
refusal of any intended marriage. It was then proposed 
to leave out sign manual^ and insert, shall not lawfully 
contract matrimony without the King's consent under the 
great seal. Sir Fletcher Norton said, some alteration was 
certainly necessary ; he <hd not know where the bill had 
originated, nor did he care. He would consider it with 
propriety and freedom. He hoped to throw out the 
annulling clause. The notoriety of the King’s consent 
was the great object. Objections rose against every part 
of the bill. He was for the great sea\ rather than the sign 
manual. Lord North consented to the alteration. 


bidden the Court, which was unusually 
dull, considering that two young sove- 
reigns were at the head of it. One 
paper remarks that “the Duchess of 
Grafton is now, in a manner, the only 
woman of her rank who dances on 
public occasions at St. James’s.” Of 
tlie little liveliness of other duchesses 
we have a sample in the case of the 
Duchess of Northumberland, of whom 
the Lon^lon journals report the follow- 
ing quiet trait, a few weeks prior to the 
peiiod in the text. “Her Graco the 
Duchess of Northumberland’s somno- 
lency seems to increase ; and at Court 
on ’Saturday she was asleep the princi- 

S part of the time she stayed in the 
wing-room.” The Duchess of Graf- 
tpn above-named was the third duke’s 
second wife, ElizabethWrothesley . They 
were married in 1769, and she died 
duchess^owagef^n 1822. The som- 
nolent Duchess of Northumberland was 


the once young heiress of the Seymours 
and Percys, who brought a du^'al 
coronet to her husband Sir Hugh 
Smithson. While young Grafton danced 
and the more mature Northumberland 
dozed at Court, there were men who 
were not forbidden to appear there like 
the Duke of Cumberland, but who 
mostly abstained out of delicacy and 
their own free-wilJ. “It is remarkable,” 
so runs a paragraph in the papers of the 
early part of this year, ‘ ' that the Judges, 
if we except the Chancellor only, seldom 
or never attend a levee at Stf James’s, 
it being deemed incompatible with the 
proper^ administration of the law for 
the expositors to maintain an intimacy 
with the Court,” For a fmther account 
of the above Duchess of Northumber- 
land the reader is referred to Walpole’s 
‘Memoirs of the Beign of King George 
111.,’ edited by Sir I^nis Le Marchant, 
Bart., vol, i, p* 419.— D, 
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They-^hen ■went into much discussion on tlie annulling 
of inarriffges, and registering Win ; and it appeared that 
Eoyal marriages are not registered. Lord Folkstone said 
he had heard that the Duke of Cumberland had applied 
to have 'his marriage registered, but was told it could not 
•be done tinless a herald attended. Burke with humour 
desired he might have the offece of Registrar, and said 
Lord North could not give him the ministerial answer, 
that it was promised. It was carried without a division to 
alter the words. 

Dowdswell next proposed to omit the conclusion of 
the clause, and insert part of the .Act of Settlement,* 
nothing being so much to be ^apprehended as a match 
with a papist. Burke spoke on the hardship put on 
princes in taking away their right of choice ; and he com- 
pared them to Gulliver’s Strulbrugs, who were immortal, 
but deprived of the rights of mankind — hard condition, to 
be told you shall be a prince on such terms ! The charter of 
nature is greater than that of law. God forbid the House 
should pay greater regard to the dirty books on the table 
than to the great Creator ! T. Townshend said this was 
the worst part of the worst bill that had ever been framed.; 
and Stephen Fox, that innocent children were to be punished 
for the faults of their parents. Sir W. Meredith said, 
if Scotland had not been open, marriage, since Lord Hard- 
wicke’s bill, could not have gone on. This bill was equally 
obnoxious by its certainties and uncertainties. Th§ Royal 
Family will always be able to find a necessitous clergyman 
to marry them, they pay his poverty though not his mlL^ 
General Convray said lie coqld neither approve the clause 
nor the amendment, which he did not think would remove 


® See the Totes. 


Eowo atut Joliet. 



64 last journals of HOllACE WALPOLE. Mabch, 

the . difficulty. He disliked punishing innocent ^hildren. 
Should a Prince of Wlles marry without hi/ father’s 
consent, and have children, would he not on ‘’coming to 
the Crown rehabilitate them ? How many persons in 
our history had been set aside, and restored by Parlia- 
ment! He wished to see natural and legal’ parental' 
authority re-established, but must dissent from both pr'o- 
positions.^ Lord John Cavendish said he had a different 
doubt; might not a prince, married under this restrictive 
act, endeavourj if he came to the throne, to have his 
marriage annulled? T. Pitt said the bill was pure and 
absolute tyranny. The words heir-presumptive had been 
adopted, because the heir-appnireni would treat ^this act as 
it deserved. Was it within the competency of legislation 
to forbid marriage ? A prince must be doomed to eternal 
chastity, with guards attending him to make amends for 
taking away his rights. In Spain, in Portugal, in all 
countries that admit the Council of Trent, no prohibition 
of marriage is known. Yet he did not approve the amend- 
ment, which he thought too severe, nor could he acquiesce in 
the clause. Should the clause be carried, he would attend 
the bill no more. He begged that the bill might only be 
temporary ; he could trust the King ; let future remedies 
be applied to future evils. Charles Fox said the occasion 
was pitiful and disgraceful. Did the dignity of the Crown 
consist in the marriages of the Royal Family ? Cornwall 
said hfe'" did not expect to hear the strong part of the bill 
so weakly defended. The man who planned the bill .would 

‘There was a well-invented stoiy himself,* Breslau said, **Ohf here is 
spread about to ridicule Conway’s irre- something very odd I Sir, you have 
solutions : that he went with Charles not fixed upon a card ; you first thought 
Fox and others to Breslau, the conjurer, of the kgave of clubs, then of the ace 
• who tpld persons what card they had of hearts, and then of the nine of 
thought of. H^^tOld all the rest diamonds, but you have not determined 
directly; but when Conway presented on wliich.” 
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never have credit in this country. What magic could 
induce fl^e House to be for thatsclause ? Rose Fuller said, 
if the bill iwas temporary, it could not be mischiewus ; he 
was for limiting its duration. Charles Fox, peroeiving the 
Ministers would not ai^ue, yet maintained the clause, said 
artfully, be perceived Lord North’s friends had abandoned 
his defence. They, however, stuck to him with their votes, 
for the amendment was rejected at midnight by 197 to 140. 
Then for two hours and a half follo'wed great confusion ; 
the Opposition dividing for adjournment, the Ministers for 
going on, by which, as on the foregoing day, they only lost 
time, as they sat too late to meet the next day. The 
(Speaker was grown a strong opponent, and carried Fred. 
Vane anJ^, Dundas with.hiiff into the minority. He 
wanted a peerage for his wife, a lieatenant-colonelcy for his 
son, and to be Chancellor himself, but lost the Court, was 
given up by the Opposition, aud left alone the next day. 

The bill was finished in the Committee on the 20fA, 
though again sitting till two in the morning, after a dull de- 
bate, both sides having exhausted their fire. Burke wished 
to ofier an amendment to the last clause which had been 
passed the preceding day, for which he had laid in his claim; 
but Dyson and the men of order denied that the clause could 
be resumed. Rigby, who had shrunk from the contest, took 
this opportunity of showing some zeal, and, though with 
many compliments to Burke, contested his right of amend- 
ing a clause passed. Herbert* exclaimed on the.want of 
candour and justice; and Burke said they were adding to 
the blit Mud, violence, and folly. Surely there had been ^ 
enough of the lion’s akin in the act, without adding the 
fox’s tail,! amd! piecing it out \fith tbe ass’s ears. Dowds- 


^ First cottsiu of iho Earl of Pombroke, and a very conscieiffions young man, 
VOL. L V. ^ 
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well asked if they meant a Prince of the Blood should ask 
the Kill’s consent after ^ twenty-five ? Would /not the 
King’s refusal prejudice the Parliament against the Prince? 
Bigby sai(J, he did not believe, a King would refuse his 
consent if asked. Lord North suffered the debate, content 
to reject the proposition by vote, which was done by 103 
to 48. r. 

Dowdswell proposed that the Prince’s notification of 
marrying should lie b\3fo|e the Council but one month, not 
twelve; Thurlow said twelve months would give the 
Prince time to deliberate ; T. Townshend, that it would 
only give the Crown more time to tamper with Parliament. 
The amendment was however rejected by 127 to 60. 

Herbert moved betweeiKth,e words aforesaid and con- 
tracted to insert lawfully, to which Lord North objected, 
but made another slight alteration, to which the Com- 
mittee agreed. 

Lord John Cavendish moved to leave out the word 
unless, which motion Sir Charles Hotham (a courtier) said 
he liked, lest Parliament might be drawn in to shelter King 
or minister. Lord North said he never knew a great 
question carried by surprise. Burke asked him if the 
House had not been surprised into thanking Dr. Nowel 
but the other day? It was a vain hope, a Parliamen- 
tary cheat, and delusive power that was held out^ to the 
Prince who was to ask the consent of the House, and 
a power 'that belonged to neither King nor Parliament. 
If the Crown should dissent, would Parliament consent ? 
Should a Prince of Wales ask their consent, and they re- 
fuse, and he still marry, what a hardship to members to 
disoblige the reigning or the future' King 1 how hard too 
on any woman a Prince might wish to marry,’ to have all 
that relates tciher and her family discu^ed in Parliament ! 
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She wojjld be liable to the most absurd examination of 
her moral|, person, history, health, constitution, &c. T. 
Towushend saying this would clash with the Eegency 
Act, Rigby answered (and it was the best argument given 
for the bill) that the existence of the Regency Act was a 
strong argument for the present bill, for, unless this should 
pass, persons of the Regency might get a match for their 
family with the Royal family, ^i>d^s 'Parliament could in- 
tervene. Lord John’s amendment was rejected bv 19G 
to 107. 

They went then on the clause of Praemunire. Mr. 
Herbert said, “We are now come* to the clause of Prae- 
munire, a very fit clause to doss this infamous piece ; ” and 
moved to leave out the whole clause, in which ho was 
seconded by Sir George Colebrook. Sir Fletcher Norton 
strongly attacked the clause, and called on the gentlemen 
of the law, who he concluded had been consulted, to attend 
to what he should say. If the Committee thought as he 
did, they would see the absurdity, nay, impossibility, of 
passing the clause as it then stood — if he had got a true 
copy of the bill, which he doubted, because it was so 
absurd. It set forfh lhat the punishment was to be accord- 
ing to the statute of Richard II. for provision of prsemu- 
nire. Now that Act expressly sets forth the word Pro?- 
niunireSiXxA.uo%provmm ; so that, if the word “provision” 
remained, there was no such statute as that mentioned in 
the present biU. Cornwall said, as they were passing a 
heavy*clau8e, he wished to know whether the parties them- 
selves contracting a m^mage were included in the prmmu- 
nire ? Lord North answered positively, they are not in- 
cluded in it. Mr. Rigby said the words were the same as 
in the Regency Act. Sir Fletcher Norton ^id he pro- 
tested against any imputation *on his conduct ; if they 

F 2 
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would leave the words so^ be it so. Charles Fox asked 
Lord lijorth with what face he could tell him th^f a prince 
who should contract a marriage contrary to this bill would 
not be guilty of a praemunire ? That clause was a tacit 
confession of the weakness of the nullity. 

I was told privately a piost* memorable circumstance, 
and from very good authority. The Ministers chose to 
leave the clause with t^e error the Speaker had pointed 
out, in order that nobody might be punished — a secret 
they probably did not tell the King. They said the same 
error had been made designedly in the Kegency Bill, which 
I do not quite believ<!. It was more like Lord Mansfield’s 
chicanery to adopt the error, which is like what is done on 
outlawries, and of whifSi he had profited to annul "Wilkes’s 
outlawry, than like Lord Hardwicke's severity. The clause 
was retained by a majority of 179 to 112. Eose Fuller 
would then have moved his clause, hut Lord John Caven- 
dish persuaded him rather to do it on the report, as it was 
then so late. The House adjourned to the 23rd. 

On that day Fuller renewed bis motion for a clause to 
confine the duration of the bill to the King’s life. He had 
talked, he said, with men of all sides, and all thought that 
the Act ought to be but temporary. This was opposed 
by Lord North and Mr. Eice,* who said the marriages of 
the Eoyal family will always be matter of public ‘ concern. 
T. To\yhshend said all the advocates for the bill had con- 
fessed that Parliament must interpose some time hence. 
What made the bill necessary at this time? Lawyers 
would have time to consider the bil^ more maturely. Mr. 
Curzon, though a Tory, spoke for the clause. Sir II. 
Houghton said the King’s message had given great jea- 


3 George Bice, a Lord of the Admiralty, and son-in-law of Loid Talhot. 
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lousy: it had given him great uneasiness. He opposed 
the’bill f\n conviction ; the bill had given great jealousy. 
Lord North said the clause was worse than any part of the 
bill, and also went from the usual practice of Parliament. 
It was not right to trust one king with a power that is not 
fit to be trusted to all kings. It would not be difficult to 
recover the power of marriages : to give it for a time 
would be invidious. There, wou^d 1)e danger in having 
;he law expire. The best time to make the law is when 
;he princes are too young to marry. He himself had been 
very well acquainted with the drawing of this law. Any 
gentleman might move to alter it rfext year. The law, if 
not a good law, would not last, even during the life of the 
present King. Colonel Jennings ^id it was safer to grant 
away a lease than an inheritance of power. Mackworth 
said this was the first time he ever heard of a bill made 


with a view to its being repealed. Colonel Burgoyne said 
he could give a conscientious vote for the bill ; yet he had 
spoken against the preamble, had then stayed away, and 
had then been ordered to go and vote for the bill. General 
Conway applauded Burgoyne’s manly honesty (with a 
sneer) : there was no rule for an honest man but to act as 
he felt. It was not a parliament if it did not reject the bill. 
He had been told that all who voted /or the bill were 
against it in their private sentiments. It had been said, 
even to him — Why take a part in this bill in the situation 
you are in ?— you are but one, why not do as others do ? 
You tannot turn the fate of the bill ! — why break through 
your connexions? He would answer, if this bill were 


adopted, the Parliament was no longer a j^arliament. 
After Rome fell there was a form of parliament, but 


only the skeleton. He would never, in any^great constitu- 
tional question, be confounded in the mass of courtiers. He 
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never knew any bill call .more for attention. If thp Minis- 
ters woi^d adopt any other limitation, he woul(y he fof it. 
At present they were making bad laws to have them 
repealed. The opinion of the Judges was against the bill. 
This bill established the old prerogative, and all its appur- 
tenances would come back ^ith it. They were not called 
upon penal laws ; and of all laws he ever knew, this most 
called for limitation.'* Thurlow chicaned in answer, and 
had the front to affirm that the King asked nothing, but 
that the House pressed him to accept this act for his life : 
there lay the adulation, he said. Did Mr. Conway think 
that his taking one part, and other gentlemen another, de- 
stroyed the essence of Parliament ? It was better to be 
against the bill than ecfileavour to smother it obligingly. 
Conway replied, that he had said gentlemen had differed 
from themselves, not from him. He had also said that he 
had been told that he was not to break into parties nor 
divide from his friends ; but he detested the odious prin- 
ciple of having one opinion in public and another in 
private, which was the case of all the Ministry on this bill. 
He knew opinions were carried where they ought not to go, 
and where they were misrepresented. 

The question for the clause was put at a little past nine 
at night, and rejected by 150 to 132, a majority of only 
18 1 Fourteen persons were shut out who had not fhought 
the division would happen so early, and twelve of them 
would have voted for the clause — a formidable hint to 
the Court that the free spirit of the nation was not yet 
quite 'broken, and that tyranny couljJ never be established 
by a majority of eight. Thus had the pride and folly of 
the Court, *and the despotic knavery of Lord Mansfield, 
shaken a Ministry so triumphant, though the Opposition 
had disbanded itself. On January 2l8t there had not 
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been a \^g3tive to the address ; fm the 23rd of March 
the Minify were reduced to a majority of eight t May 
arbitrary power have still worse success ! 

Oft the 24t/i the bill was reported to the House, and 
, opposed with vehemence by T. Townshend. The lady 
jArabella Stuart, he said, was ‘poisoned* in the reign of 
James I. He wondered why the precedent of poison had 
not been put into the preamble : it would have made as 
good a figure there as prerogative. The House was pass- 
ing this bill, while a prince of the blood * was upon a sick 
bed at Naples, and could not come and protest against it. 
One brother ® was married, the other absent, the children 
of the Crown, infants; could this bill, therefore, pass at 
present with 'any propriety ? Let* the man® who framed 
this bill apply his notions to the femily '' to whom they 
belonged. He hoped the doctrines in it would be driven 
back to the Star-Chamber,* and the author buried in the 
ruins with them ! If the Pretender, with Lord Dunbar * 
at his elbow, had been here, he could not have planned a 
bill more dangerous to the constitution or to the liberties 
of the people. Colonel Barre treated as severely both the 
bill and its author Mansfield. Though the principle of 
the bill, he said, was styled regulation, it was in fact pre- 
rogative. The highest ranks were to be kept in order for 
fear of being guilty of an impropriety ; decency was held 
out to the middle degree of people, threats and, terrors 


® Bishop Goodman, who ^censures 
some portion of the condner of his 
master Barnes I. towards this unfor- 
tunite lady, and jtistifies other portions, 
makes no allusion either to the alleged 
poisoning or to the alleged lunacy of 
Lady Arabella. See his ‘Court of 
King James 1«W-X>, 

^ The Duke of Gloucester. 


^ The Duke of Cumberland, 

^ Tiord Mansfield. 

7 The Stuarts. 

® First Minister to the date Pretender, 
and elder brother of Lord Mansfield. 
[James; he held the title of Loid 
Dunbar from the ifretender, and died 
at Avignon, a.d. 1770, aged 80.*— Du] 
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to the lower sort. As*tbe old Marriage Act y^uld pro- 
bably bfc altered, there might have been a clatise inserted 
in it to regulate the marriages of the Koyal family, which 
would have answered every purpose. The bill was not 
ill-shaped, though a monster 4 it had stern prerogative for , 
its head ; for its tail, bloo(fy praemunire. It had not an 
English face. Charles II. said King William had an 
honest face, and therefore he would have him for his 
nephew. Lord North had worked double sides; his 
associates had not supported liim ; yet nothing was so con- 
temptible as the other Ministers sitting still, disliking and 
abusing the bill, yet giving a steady aye to every part 
of it. He wished to alartn everybody on the bill : the 
man who framed it had his budget full of such bills.® 
Nothing but alarming ithe minds of men could put an end 
to his influence. In the course of the bill he had observed 
some sober men quitting the line of their politics, and 
joining the opposers of it. Mr. Eitzraaurice ‘ said the 
Ministers had been ordered to defend the bill without an 
argument. . Sawbridge, that the bill had been brought in 
to satisfy the rancour of a monster,® and the resentment of 
a man.® Lord North had not yet acquired the gift of 
second sight, though in time he might, conversing as he 
did with the framer of the bill. Lord Mansfield,., for he 
might nmue him, had said that juries were not to judge 
of fact i should he find me, said Sawbridge, guilty of a' 
prsemunire, I should indeed be in a pitiable case I The 
bill was founded in iniquity, and would end in a civil war. 

The Ministers declining all theke challenges 'and just 
reproaches,; and not a breath of defence being even wtis- 

» prov^ a iwopheoy ; , Lord > RroBier of Lord Shelburno. 

. liad then cfrawn the Popi«Ji s Lerd Mansfield, 

codt fou, ;0^ada,j which in verjr . few 3 The King, 

yeai^s ^i-fteirjfie promulgated. 
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pered in fevour of Mansfield, at five in the afternoon the 
bill was pailsed by a majority of 168 to 1 15, and rdiurned 
to the Lords, who pa^ed it the next day without a word 
and without a blush: the bishops even without repentance. 

Yet had, the struggle in the Lower House been so consi- 
derable, that the minds of true Englishmen were much 
comforted. They saw the national spirit was not totally 
gone ; and though the King, amidst all his disgraces, loved 
to show his Ministers how little they were independent, 
and how little they could depend on him, still it was not 
likely that either he or Mansfield would have spirit enough 
to return soon to the charge, though neither would aban- 
don his views. But if the King had shown Lord North 
that he was not to be trusted, he had on his side expe- 
rienced that he could not trust his own tools. Even 
Dyson and Dr. Hay had declined all defence of the bill, 
the former by silence, the latter by not saying a word but 
on a point of order. Even fawning Lord Barrington had 
in private compai)^ been so bold as to say the bill would 
politically unman the Royal family. But a more remarkable 
secret came out. Very few days before the conclusion of 
the bill, young Mr. Crawford, mentioned above, told me 
this story. He gave a dinner to his countryman Alexander 
Wedderburn the Solicitor-General, to Charles Fox, and 
others. They got drunk; and in his cups Wedderburn 
blabbed that he and Thurlow had each drawn the plan of 
an unexceptionable bill, but that Lord Mansfield had said 
they were both nonsense, . had rejected them, and then 
himself drew the preseisi bill. “ And damn him ! ” added 
Wedderburn; “when he eall^ my bill nonsense, did he 
think I would defend him ? ” In the course of the debates 
I have given very itiadequate ideas of the -^speeches of 
; Burke, Charles Fox, and Wedderburn, three excellent. 
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orlttops m differfent Wdys. I coidd only relate what I heard 
at secdhdhand, or from not^ comimmicated to^ me, which 
must be imperfect when not taken in shori^h’amtl, Burke’s 
wit, allusions, and enthusiasm were striking, .but not 
imposing. Wedderburn was a sharp and clear arguer, 
though unequal. Charles *Fox, much younger than either, 
was universally allowed to have seized the just point of 
argument throughout, with most amazing rapidity and 
clearness, and to have excelled even Charles Townshend 
as a parliament man, though inferior in wit and in variety 
of talents. Lord North did not much shine but by the 
respect paid to his 'irreproachable character. Conway’s 
integrity, ever at war with his fortune or his judgment, 
gained great honour,‘^but his understanding often lost 
ground by his refining fickleness. Phipps,* though not 
admired, showed much wit. The Speaker confirmed the 
reputation of his knavery, and lost much of his character 
for abilities. — But enough of that bill! Never was an 
act passed against which so much, and jfor which so little, 
was said. 

All this time the public obtained no light into what was 
passing in Denmark. All that came out was, that about 
the 13th or 14th the King received a letter from Keith 
that he hoped by the next post to be able to, tell his 
Majesty that the life of the^Queen, his sister, was safe — 
which •intimated what bloody designs had been conceived 
against her. Struensee was under examination, and, it 
was said, would discover nothing. 

The Irish Opposition, besides •'being divided amongst 
themselves, received a great blow by the defection of Lord 
Shannon,® who sold himself and friends to the Court. At 

* Eldest son of hand Mvlgrare. I late Speaker, who had also sold him- 

* Boyle, Earl bf Shannon, sou of the* J self. 
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the same time there were ugly disturbances in the north 
of Ireli^ncl! Lord Donegal, a very weak creature, had 
marri^ a daughter of a 'Duke of Hamilton. Her aunt, 
Lady Charlotte Edwin, sm avaricious Scotchwoman, re- 
commended to <hem a knavish attorney, who went over, and 
raised the rents with so much harshness and tyranny, that 
the lord brought back 100 , 000 /., and the attorney 18 , 000 /. 
The poor tenants offered to increase* their rents, but the 
extortioner insisted on heavy fines, which they could not 
pay, and were driven out starving. They rose in arms to 
the number of 4000 men, all Protestants, and refusing 
junction with Papists. The latter s"lill existed, in small 
bodies, under the title of WhiUhoys. Other insurgents, 
dissatisfied with enclosures, called ^'themselves Hearts of 
Oak. The new rioters assumed the denomination of 
Hearts of Steel. With melancholy despair they com- 
mitted great outrages; attacked the house of an active 
justice of peace, who escaped with difliculty, but, as they 
shot into the house, they killed a clergyman. Three 
detachments of infantry, under Colonel Gisbourn, were 
sent against them, and a regiment was ordered from 
Scotland. 

ZOth. The -oppressions of India, and even of the English 
settled there, under the rapine and cruelties of the servants 
of the Company, had now reached England, and created 
gyeat clamour here. Some books had been published, 
particularly by one Bolts and Mr. Dow, the first a man 
of bad* character, the latter of a very fair one, which 
carried the accusations, home to Lord Clive; and the 
former represented* him as a monster in assassuiation, 
usurpation, and extortion, with heavy accusations of his 
monopolising in open defiance of the orders the jpom- 
pany, — the ‘latter charge being confirmed by letters under 
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his own band. To such monopolies were imputed the late 

femine* in Bengal, and the loss of three millions* of the 

inhabitants. A tithe of these crimes was sufficient to 

inspire horror. The Company now applied to Parliament 

themselves, desiring some regulation, and this day two 

of the Directors moved for a bill to reform the courts 

* 

of justice in India, to send three dictators thither, and to 
settle appeals to this‘ country. Cornwall, Barr^ and others 
demanded previously a Committee to inquire into the 
abuses complained of. Mr. Eurabold ® denied the greater 
part of the charge, allowed Dow was an honest but disap- 
pointed man, said rtiuch against Bolts, and denied the 
depopulation of the country. Lord Clive then rose, and 
in a speech^ of two bllurs made a much-admired defence 
of himself, though he could not wipe off the accusation of 
monopoly : in some points he cleared himself, but till the 
examination into facts his bare denial or act could not 
disculpate him. Lord North said he saw no reason for 
deferring the bill, but he should not be against a Com- 
mittee of Inquiry. Burke reproached him with having 
prepared no plan for settling that country. Leave was 
given for bringing in the bill. 

The history of Indian affairs is too vast to enter into the 
compass of such a journal as this : nor shall I attempt it. 
Our concerns are become so extensive and so various that 
they lyust baffle the knowledge and attention of any single 
man. What book can contain them? Into what one 
narrative will they not throw confusion? HoW little 


® This Etimbold went a^ain to India, 
returned with a vast fortune, and was 
prosecuted by the House of Commons 
in 1782, [The nrosecution was, how- 
ever, abandoned?^B.] % 

7 One Of Lord Olive’s complaints 
was that English candidates for writer- 


ships in India were merely asked if they 
could “write and cipher,” and that an 
affirmative reply was deemed a suitable 
qualification fer rendering them eligible 
to become the future administratois of 
India. -D, 
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resemblance between the affairs of America and Bengal ! 
Whot is faster of both ? I shall only touch on^ either 
as they arise on the scene. Even my Memoirs did not 
pretend to embrace the whole of our system ; but to assist 
future historians with such lights as came to my know- 
ledge. This journal is rather calculated for my own 
amusement than for posterity. I like to keep up the 
thread of my observations; if they prove useful to any- 
body else, I shall be glad ; but I am not to answer for 
their imperfections, as 1 intend this journal for no regular 
work. 


SUPPLEMENT. 


Art id tis from tJie public papers, the truth of which I do not warrant. 

Hamburgh, Feh. 2Qth. — It is said that tlie Sieiir Struonsce, Su])ei’in>' 
tcndent-General of the Churches iu the Duchies of Sleswick and 
Holstein, was seized with a fit of apoplexy upon receiving the nows 
of his son Count Struonsoo’s imprisonment, and died upon the spot. 
He often expressed great concern at the rapid advancement of las son ; 
and when he heard that ho was made Prime Minister, ho said, with 
great warmth, that he had father have received advice of his death. 

London, % Extract of a Letter from Copenhagen, dated Feh. 22nd . — 
Yesterday morning the Commission of Inquiry went to the Citadel, 
and opened their commission in the Governor’s house for the ex- 
* amination of the^ state prisoners, They began with Count Sfiuensco, 
who was brought in the Governor’s coach about ten o’clock from liis 
place of confinement, guarded by two serjeants and four grenadiers 
with their bayonets fixed. , Ho had on a blue suit of clothes, and as 
he had not been shavqd for five weeks his beard was very long. At 
the entrance of the room where the Commissioners sat his chains 
were taken off, and he was permitted to sit down during his exami- 
nation, whieh lasted till two o’clock, when he wa?? sent back to 
prison ; and at four o’clock he was brought again, when his examina- 
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tiou continued till after seven in the evening. He showed a great 
deal of uneasiness all the time of his going and coming from epmi- 
nation.<s» All we can learn with respect to his examinatiTO is, that he 
denied the charge that was laid against him. He was shown the 
instruments of the torture he was to undergo if he would not con- 
fess ; but he said they would get little out of him by such means, as 
he always acted according to his conscience. One of the Commis- 
sioners fell into a passion writl^ Mm, to whom he replied, “ That as 
he was cool, he hoped they would he so too but at last he burst 
into tears, confessed his guilt, and begged for mercy. When he was 
ordered back to prison, he desired to have a little time allowed him 
to compose himself. Major Falckenschiold is taken into custody, and 
guarded in his own house by two serjeante and four soldiers. Ho 
wrrote a note to Ms brother the colonel, and gave it to his friseur, 
who put it under his neckcloth, but the ofiScer observing it took it 
and delivered it to the Commissioners. 

The King’s messenger, who was sent to London on the 18th of 
last month (Mr. Brumme:0, m returned with despatches of conse- 
quence. Everybody is desirous to know whether the letters that 
are brought from London to the Queen will be delivered to her at 
the Castle of Oronenburg. The Cabinet Secretary, Paning, is since 
his examination closer confined than he was before ; he cannot see 
his wife nor children. 

Three Secretaries are appointed to the Commission for the more 
speedy expedition of the trials of the state prisoners. More persons 
are taken into custody every day for conspiracy. 

Since our last arrived the Mails from Holland and France, 

Copenhagen^ Feb, 11 th . — The Commission appointed to try the 
prisoners of state has published an order that all persons who have 
received presents from the Counts Struensee and De Brandt in the 
name of the King and Queen are to return them. 

The expedition against Algiers will not take place ; in cocasequence 
of which tb.e sailors who were here on that account have received 
passports to return home. 

AUona^ Feh, ISth , — The following couplet on Count Struensee is 
handed about here : — 

Sic Begi Mala multa Struem se perdidit ipse, 

Jam vinctus Olaustria, qui modq Victor erat. 

London , — The following letter was lately v^tten by the King of 
Denmark to Ms Queen ; — 

Madam : I piiy your present just fate. Let this prove my last 
adieu. I wisMyou a sincere and Christian repentance. 

“OflBiSTiAN Eex.” 
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Extract of a Zetter from CopenJiagerif F(>b. The examined 

papers of tibe state prisoners turn clearly against them, notwith- 
standing the^pourt shows all the lenity possible to them. Yesterday 
noon the English Minister, Colonel Keith, had an audience of liis 
Danish Majesty, in the presence of his Frivy Council, on account of 
despatches he received from his Court. 

Two Cabinet Secretaries, two ladies belonging to the Queen, the 
waiting-woman to the young Prince, the two young Blackmoons that 
attended occasionally upon the Queen* and upon the Koyal Family, 
and about twenty other persons were this week examined before the 
Commissioners, and next week the examination of the state jnisoners 
will begin. General Schmidt is appointed ex parte to the Commis- 
sion of the Inquisition, Admiral Hausen is so far fico that ho has 
no guard set over him, but is not permitted to go out of his house ; 
one of the Queed’s ladies who was under ariost is set at liberty. On 
Wednesday morning arrived Monsieur Ern^t, Colonel Keith’s Secio- 
tary, from England, who was sent from hence thither the 18th of last 
montln In the Castle are three rooms»fitted up for Colonel Falckon- 
schiold, Lieut.-General Hesselbcrg, and Counsellor Sturk. This is 
done for the convenience of the Commissioners ; the examination of 
those is to begin on Thursday next, on account that they may bo 
near at hand. Counsellor Sturtz was for the first time under exami- 
nation on Friday last by the members of the Commission, and was 
permitted pen, ink, and paper ; after hg had wi-iiten about two 
sheets they wore taken from him by the major of the guard. 

The Danish Ambassador to the British Court, Baron de Diedon, 
who had leave of absence, is ordered immediately to repair to 
Ijondon. 

% 

The two clergymen belonging to the garrison of Helsingor and 
Cronenburg have received orders from the King to preach by turns 
before the Queen, the one in German, the other in the Danish 
language. 

Letters from Copenhagen mention that the Queen is now per- 
mitted to walk out two miles’ distance from the Castle of Crononburg. 
Her name is omitted in tho public prayers. 
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Brd. A MESSAGE being sent from the Lords to the House 
of Commons, and Jaut one Master in Chancery being in 
waiting, a clerk was sent down with him, dressed like another 
Master, which it was said was not unprecedented. How- 
ever, Mr. W. Burke ‘ and Mr. Dempster took this up with 
great warmth, and complained of it as an indignity, at the 
same time calling to the memory of the House the insulting 
■manner in which their^ members had been turned out of the 
House of Lords the last year; and a later affront this 
session, when the Speaker had gone up to hear the King’s 
speech, and before the Speaker could retire several Lords 
had cried out “ Clear Jthe House ! ” The House grew very 
angry on these representations, and it was moved, after 
reftising to hear the messengers, to appoint a Committee 
to inquire into the improper behaviour of the Lords. The 
House was very thin, and few of the courtiers there. Lord 
North and Sir Gilbert Elliot, seeing the Opposition endea- 
voured to make a breach between the two Houses, did all 
they could to prevent it. They represented against the 
word improper as prejudging the case, and urged that it 
oughf to be seen whether the Lords would not make excuses. 
It was carried but by a majority of three to omit improper ; 
but a Committee of Inquiry was voted. 

4th. Sir Henry Houghton* mafde a motion in the House 


> Cotisin of Edmund. See Walpole’s | * Member for Preston. Ho died in 

‘Memoirs of George III.,’ vol. ii.'^ p. 1795.— D. 

273.— D. I 
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of Commons in behalf of Protestant Dissenters, in order to 
take-off tbe obligation on them of subscribing to the CChirty- 
nine Articles. As the Bishops would not consent to this, 
though the penalty was never enforced, Lord North and 
the Ministers in the Commons, that the members might 
not disoblige their Dissenting constituents by opposing the 
relief, determined to take no part, but to leave it to the 
Lords to throw out the Bill ; on which leave was given to 
bring it in. 

It began to be believed that the governing party ill 
Denmark was too narrow, and consequently not popular. 
The Queen Dowager sent to her .father the Duke of 
Brunswick to consult him dn her^conduct. He replied, as 
she had not asked his advice in time, he desired now to be 
excused from giving any ; nor did he approve of what she 
had done. It was said, but not so authentically, that she 
made the same application to the King of Prussia, and 
received a like answer. Struensee and Brandt had under- 
gone several examinations, and an account of their execu- 
tion was expected soon. 

The insurgents in Ireland dispersed themselves on the 
approach of the regular forces ; but, as the latter were not 
numerous, it was feared they would reassemble on the first 
opportunity. 

An account came of the Pretender being married at 
Paris by proxy to a Princess of Stolbcrg. She was elder 
sister of the wife of the “Marquis de la Jamaique,’’ only 
son of the Duke of Berwick. Those sisters were descended 
from Thomas Bruce, Earl of Ailesbury, who died an 
outlaw for King J[ames at Brussels, and one of whose 
daughters married the Prince of Horne. Many persons 
had believed that the Pretender had turned Protestant a 
few years ago. General Redmond, a brave old Irish officer 

VOL. I. a 
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in the French service and a Roman Catholic, told Lord 
■ Holland that the Pretender had abjured the Roman religion 
at Liege, and that the Irish Catholics had withdrawn their 
contributions on that account. This seemed to excuse the 
injustice of the Court of Rome, which had refused him the 
title of King, though his family had lost a kingdom for that 
Church. The Pope had withdrawn the pension paid to 
the father, only allowing the Cardinal of York to give up 
his pension to his brother, who was now said, but I doubt 
ft, to have 25,000^. sterling a-year. His marriage in a 
family connected with the bigoted house of FitzJames did 
not look as if he was turned Protestant. When the bride 
approached Rome, the Pretedder went to meet her at 
Loreto, and first conducted her to a villa of Cardinal 
Marefoschiati Macerata, and thence to Rome, where, the 
moment he wa^ arrived, he notified to the Cardinal Secre- 
tary of State and to the Maestro di Camera his return colh 
Eegina sm Comorte. This gave great offence, and his 
messenger was told that no such person could be in Rome. 
His insisting on her assuming the title of Queen, contrary 
to her own and the Cardinal of York, his brother’s, earnest 
entreaties, was a cruel circumstance On her, as it condemned 
her to live in solitude with him, who was drunk half the 
day and mad the other ; for as the Pope would not acknow- 
ledge him, or her for King or Queen, the Romari* nobility, 
sufficiently proud, would not pay her the honours he re- 
quired, and consequently could not visit her. 

Wilkes and Bull, six months of their sheriffalty 
being expired, published a very bold letter in the news- 
papers, in which they not only vaunted their services by 
attention to prisoners, &c., but boasted that they had got 
the better of the arbitrary prosecutions of printers by the 
Honse of Lord«^ who no longer dared to punish them for 
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publishing the debates. The latter spoke, too, of the Mar- 
riage*Bill, ®f the Lord Mayor, &c. 

7th, Though I had never been in the House of Commons 
since I had quitted Parliament, the fame o£ Charles Fox 
raised my curiosity, and I went this day to hear him. He 
made his motion for leave to brigg in a bill to correct the 
old ‘Marriage Bill, and he introduced it with ease, grace, 
and clearness, and without the prepared or elegant formality 
of a young speaker. He did not shine particularly ; but 
his sense and facility showed he could shine. He said, the 
two great points of the former bill were to fix the notoriety 
of marriages, and to prevent impropor marriages by esta- 
blishing a nullity. He approved ^the first ; he highly con- 
demned the second. To encourage marriage by facilities 
was the business of a republican kind of government ; but 
the late bill had been the work of a proud aristocracy, and 
he believed had hurt propagation, though he was not ready 
with** proofs that it had. Colonel Burgoyne, a pompous 
man, whose speeches were studied and yet not striking, 
seconded him. Lord North, who had declared he would 
not oppose the introduction of the new bill, now unhand- 
somely opposed it, to please the Yorkes and the Peers, 
and spoke well. He said, formerly the bill had been matter 
of speculation •, it was nodonger so s twenty years had shown 
its utility'; it ought not to be laid aside unless proofs could • 
be brought that it had done hurt. T. Townshend supported 
the motion. Ellis, who owned he had been strongly against 
the old»bill, said he had been converted to it in many points 
(by Lord North’s supporting it), but should not oppose 
considering how to amend it. Ongley and Cornwall were, 
the first for the£>ld, the second for the new bill. Cornwall ® 

® He was afterwards Speaker of the the session of 1789 ; fmd was succeeded 
House of Commons. by Mr.* (afterwards Lord) Grenville. — 

The Bolliad alludes to his porter- < D, 
drinking propensities* He died during 

a 2 
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was a comely sensible man, decent in his manner and 
n^att^, but of no vivacity. ‘ Burke made a long and fine 
oration against the motion j for Burke was certainly in his 
principles no, moderate man, and, when his party did not 
interfere, generally leaned towards the more arbitrary side, 
as had appeared on the lajje debates on the Church, in which 
he had declared for the clergy. He laid his chief stresS on 
the impropriety of allowing men to beget children till they 
were of an age by strength and prudence to maintain them. 
He spoke, with a choice and variety of language, a profusion 
of metaphors, and yet with a correctness in his diction that 
were surprising. His fault was copiousness above measure, 
and he dealt abundantly^ too much in establishing general 
positions. Two-thirds of this oration resembled the be- 
ginning of a book on speculative doctrines, and yet argu- 
m,ent was not the forte of it. Charles Fox, who had been 
running about the House talking to different persons and 
scarce listening to Burke, rose with amazing spirit- and 
memory, answered both Lord North and Burke, ridiculed * 
the arguments of the former and confuted those of the latter 
with a shrewdness that, from its multiplicity of reasons, as 
much exceeded his father in embracing all the arguments of 
his antagonists, as he did in his manner and delivery. Lord 
Holland was always confused. befere he could clear up the 
point, fluttered and hesitated, wanted diction, and laboured 
only one forcible conclusion. Charles Fox had great fa- 
cility *of delivery; his words flowed rapidly, but he had 
nothing of Burke’s variety of language or correctness, nor 
his method. Tet his arguments were far more shrewd ; 


fl[e said ingeniously that the clan- 
destcn^ marriages made in Scotland had 
pieve&ted some of the bad effects of the 
tol J and yet that he disliked those 
Jnarriages, because, hy preventing those 
A?g>Mo hiefs. v the y had prevent ed the re- ' 


peal of the bill. * He maintained what 
Burke had denied, that it was an aristo- 
ciutio bill ; and he asked if it was the 
mildness of the aristocracy that had 
saved the bill, when a repeal of it had 
twice passed the House of Commons ? 
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he was many years younger,® Burke was indefatigable; 
learnbd, and versed .in every branch of eloquence. • Fox 
was dissolute, dissipated, idle bejfbnd measure. He was 
that Very morning returned from Newmarket, where he 
had lost sonie thousand pounds the preceding day. He had 
stopped at Hockerel, where he found company, had sat up 
drinking all night, and had not been in bed when he came 
to move his bill, which he had riot evdn drawn up. This 
was genius— was almost inspiration. Being so extremely 
young, he appeared in that light a greater prodigy than the 
famous Charles Townshend. Townshend’s speeches for 
four or five years gave little indication*of his amazing parts. 
They were studied, pedantic^ and like the dissertations of 
Burke, with less brilliancy. When he attained his maturity 
he exceeded everybody. Charles Fox approached to 
Charles Townshend only in argument. Though Towns* 
hend grew idle, he had taken pains. Both could illuminate 
themselves from the slightest hints ; but Townshend’s wit 
exceeded even Burke’s, and was abrupt and unprepared, 
which Burke’s was not, and he could shine in every science, 
in every profession, with a quarter of Burke’s application. 
All three were vain, and kept down by «o modesty. Towns- 
hend knew his superiority over all men, and talked of it; 
Fox showed that he thought as well of himself; Burke 
endeavoured to make everybody think so of him. Burke 
had most ambition, and little judgment ; Townshend no 
jud^ent, and most vanity ; Fox most judgment in his 
speeches, and hone of Townshend’s want of Courage and 
truth. If Fox once refliects and abandons his vices, in 
which he is as proud of shining as by his parts, he will 
excel Burke ; for of all the politicians of talents I ever 


- ^ Burke was bom ia 1730 ; Fox m 1749.— D* 
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kiiew, has the least political art. None of the three 
was Veil calculated to command adherents.* No" man 
could trust or believe Townshend ; and though he would 
flatter grossly, he would the next moment turn the same 
men into ridicule. Fox was too confident and overbearing 5 
Burke had no address oroinsinuation. Men of less talenls 
are more capable of succeeding by art, observation, and 
assiduity. The House dividing, Lord North was beaten 
by 62 to 61 — a disgracefiil event ’for a Prime Minister. 
Since he would oppose Fox’s motion, contrary to his decla- 
ration, he ought to have taken care to have his members 
about him ; but he idaily showed that he was only a sub- 
servient minister ; the Scotch cabal and the Tories could 
sway him as they pleased, and hi| negligence demonstrated 
that he followed their dictates, not his own objects. In 
fact, he disliked his post, and retained it only from hopes 
of securing some considerable emoluments for his family. 
He was indolent,® good-humoured, void of affectation of 
dignity, void of art ; and his parts and the goodness of his 
character would have raised him much higher in the opinion 
of mankind, if he had cared either for power or applause. 

Two strong objeotipns against the- old bill came out, 
which called loudly for reconsideration. Lord Mansfield 
had expressed doubts on the clandestine marriages in Scot- 
land, and* had advised some persbns mariried tfiere'to be 

^ « Lord No^h sometimes slept in the scionsly Cf^rried off . Welbore Ellis’s, wig 
Hfcfuse ; sonietimes only feigned to sleep ; (who sat before him) on the handle of 
and others wished he were able to )his dressword, : About this time he 
sleep. .Burke, Op one occasion, when was^lected Knight of the Garter ; and 
Ixird North was in as deep a slumber ; hel|)spactisO^ the charity em^ 
during a debate as the Duchess of rules of chivalry, by a oismbution every 
Northumberland at a royal drawing- Stm(ky morning, at the door of h^^ 

■ room, referred to him under the figure dOnce in Downing-street, of broken 
of liazanis sleeping. It was on one of victuals and five shilling ^d three 
his' sudden awakings from a fit of som- pence tq each of twenty poor persons 
nolency that, in starting up, he uncon- there as^mbled by order,~D\ 
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married again legally. The other was still more crying : 
a young man could marry, complying with the other /orms, 
by swearing he was of age. Should it come out twenty 
years afterwards that he had sworn falsely, whether by 
design or by ignorance, the marriage would be null, and 
his children irretrievably bastards. 

‘Lord Eochford obtained a grant of an island near 
Pennsylvania, which he immediately sold for 20,000^. It 
was aff island off Pennsylvania, and came out to be the 
property of Mr. Penn, who was called before the Council 
and ask?d what he had to say in behalf of his pretensions ? 
He replied, “ a great deal, for the island was his.” He 
was. asked in what time he could make out his right ? He 
said he would endeavour to prove it in sioe weeks. Chey 
allowed hini sh days ; but they soon found he was in the 
right, and Lord Eochford lost his grant, which he had only 
sold conditionally. I was told it was given him as a bribe 
to take the Lieutenancy of Ireland ; but I am not sure of 
the fact. Inde.ed, nobody cared to go thither, though the 
insurrection was suppressed, and several of the poor wretches 
found guilty, whom it was difficult not to pity, though they 
had committed great outrages and barbarities, from their 
oppressions. 

9ih. The Eeport was made to the House from the Com- 
mittee appointed, to friquire ipto the illtreatment of the 
Speaker and Commons by the Lords. The Speaker, who 
was in exceedingly bad odour for veracity, Wd deposed 
much'*less before the Committee than he asserted in the 
House, which gayeroom tothe ministeriarparly, who feared 
a.breach ^ith the poi^, to excuse the lattft', and to resist 
two motions made by the Opposition — one for ,gending back 
the bills linpassed, the other for a conferenccj Both were 
rejected by above two to one!, and a resolution was carried 
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to represent to the Lords that their behaviour, having been 
^nusuil, it was hoped would not be drawn into precedent, 
the Commons desiring a good correspondence with them. 
The Lords answered that they were equally desirous of. 
harmony, and should give no occasion to interrupt' it. 

\Bth. Colonel Burgoyq^ moved for a Committee to‘ 
inquire into the abuses in India. It was discussed, rather 
than opposed, till eleven at night. Lord North said he 
did not understand those affairs, and wished to havdthem 
examined for his own information: Lbrd Clive defended 
himself by affirmations. A Select Committee of thirty-one 
was ordered to be chceen by ballot ; they were chosen, and 
sat during the holidays. 

Gfeat insurrections at Sudbury, Colchester, and Chelms- 
ford, on the immoderate dearness of provisions.’ 


7 These food-riots extended to Lon- 
don. ’ The conduct of the mob at nearly 
every locality where a riot occuiTed 
was systematic. It was their custom 
to seize meat and other provisions 
brought to market; sell what they 
seized, at a low price (beef, for instance, 
at 3d. per pound, when the market 
tariff quoted it at Hid,), and give over 
the produce to the owners. At this 
period the condition of the middle and 
lower classes was one of extreme dis- 
tress. They found little sympathy on 
the part ot the > “fashionable classes,” 
very few of whom set a wholesome 
moral example to' the “ order ” beneath 
them. In the very ^dst of the dis- 
tress alluded to above there wa^ a rage 
for itnasquerades. At one; of these li- 
cei^Uotisi entertainments, given at the 
Pantheon, it was calcnlated that not 
less than .10,000 guineas had been ex- 
pended by the rev^ers :in dress and 
other luxuries. The trade of the me- 
tropolis woujd have profited by this to 
a certain extentf had payment of lia-^ 
bilities been a recognised duty of the 
time. As a sampio of the sort of j^r- 
sons, and their conduct at these orgies, 
I may cite from the various reports in 


different journals the.presence of groups’ 
qf gentlemen from the universities, some 
of them attired as “Tom-fools, with 
cap and bells of clergymen who 
gained applause for originality by try- 
ing 1x) represent “old sober hackney- 
coachmen and of ladies, the Duchess 
of Ancaster at their head, in male 
attire. “ Dr. Goldsmith ” is named 
among those who masqueraded in an 
“ old English dress and after lists of 
noble ladies, descriptions of their attire, 
and praises of their wit and beauty, we 
fltnd a sample of the easy vyrhi® of the 
times in the presence of very infamous 
women “with their young ladies,” who 
are eulogised for their good taste in 
appearing as “ a lady abbess and her 
nuns.” The gentlemen present were 
not more nice of ^^^ch to ijie noble 
ladies from court than they ^ere to the 
Delias from Druiy-lane. ‘ The licence 
of speech, action, and allusion was some- 
thing astouqfling. At the PantheOn 
the excit^ crew generally finished by 
bre^fasting, at daylight, on the re- 
mains of the supper, and then going 
home^ “gloriously drunk.”. At the 
masquerades in ^ho-square, at break 
of day, after a supper marked by hard 
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Attacks began to be made in the papers on Madame 
Schwellenfeurg, the first of the Queen’s two German kdies, 
as a powerful favourite. 

A strong fleet was now fitted out, and universally sup- 
posed to be destined for the Baltic, to protect the impri- 
soned Queen of Denmark, whose cause now wore a very 
melancholy aspect. Struensee was said to have confessed 
everything, and it was thought she Would be divorced, if 
not brought to a trial. The King would not speak to 
Baron Dieden, the Danish Minister, at his levee. Dieden 
behaved impertinently, standing out in the circle and 
laughing at the King to the Prussiai* Minister. Dieden’s 
wife was just arrived, but did not, go to Court, nor did any 
of the Court ladies visit her. Hill, the most prudent, 
thought, or, at least, hoped, that the fleet was only intended 
to intimidate the Danes, but would not sail, as the King of 
Prussia would certainly march an army immediately to 
Hanover, and thence a new war be lighted up in the north. 
On the 22nd counter-ordfers for suspending the preparations 
were sent to Portsmouth. 


diinldng and filthy singing, ** which no 
kdy need leave save those who are too 
immodest to stay,” as tho formula ran, 
the custom was to fiing open the win*** 
dows and pelt the eager, hungrjr, thirsty, 
and howling crowd below with half- 
empty bottles and the remains of the 
supper. The very Queen of Beauty at 
these demoniacal orgies was young Ger- 
trude Conway, niece of Walpole’s friend 
General Conway, daughter of Francis, 
first Marquis of Hmtford, and only just 
married to George VilUers (Earl of 
Grandison). She was the Que^n of 
Fashion as well as of Beauty ; and she 
peited the greatest admirafion by giv- 
ing frocks and tambour waistcoats, as 
undress livery, to her servants, and by the 
splendour of her chairmen, who never 
carried her abroad wiihout feathers in 
their hats. This “ fest ” young wife died 


in 1782, in only the thirty-second year 
of her age. In this lady masquerades 
lost their groat patroness. This species 
of entertainment was never encouraged 
by George III., at whose request Fpote 
abstained from giving one at the little 
theatre in the Haymarket. There were 
some curious scruples entertained even 
by people of ideasure at this tfine. Tho 
most fashionable of them appeared at 
the theatre in Lent attirqd in mourn- 
ing ; and at the same season masque- 
rades were considered as out of place ; 
but these scrupulous personal found a 
method of re66nciling their sense of re- 
ligion with their taste for dissipation. 
“ In Lent,” says Bramston, the satirist, 

Lent, if masquerades displease tbe town. 
Call ridottos and fiiey stOl go down. 



90 LAST JOUMALS OF HOKACE WALPOLE. Arait, 

The King, as Lord Hertfijrd told me, had certainly 
ordertd the fleet to sail ; and a near relation of Lord North 
told me that the latter had not been acquainted with that 
intention. Lord Mansfield, therefore, who had now got the 
King’s ear, or Lord Sandwich, First Lord of the Admiralty, 
must have been consulted. The latter, though I should 
think he could not approve it, was capable of flattering the 
King’s wishes ; Lord Mansfield assuredly would. The 
destination was changed on the arrival of a courier from 
Denmark, who brought word that the Queen was repu- 
diated, and, I suppose, a promise that her life should be 
saved ; for though the Danes had thirty ships, and the best 
seamen next to ours in Europe, and though we were sending 
but ten against them, the governing party were alarmed, 
probably from not being sure their nation was with them. 
The Queen had confessed her intrigue with Struensee, and 
signed that confession. When the counsellor who was to 
defend her, went to receive her orders, she laughed and told 
him the story was true. They gave her the title of Countess 
d’Aalbourg, and condemned her to be shut up in the castle 
of that name. The King of England had certaihly known 
her story two years before, a clerk in the Secretary’s ofiiee 
having opened a letter that came with the account, and told 
that he had seen it before the Secretaries gave it to the 
Khig. It was now believed that that intelligence had occa- 
sioned the Princess of Wales to make her extraordinary 
journey to Germany, where she saw her daughter, though 
to no purpose. Princess Amelia told Lord Hertford on 
the 26 th, that when the King of Denmark was in England, 
observ?ng how coldly he spoke of his .wife, she asked him 
why he did not like her? He answered, “Mais elk esf si 
blonde!” The Princess added* that Queen Mati\da had a 
very high spirit— that she hgheved the Danes would con- 
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sent to let her go to Hanover ; “ but she will not be let go 
thither,” 'added the Princess — meaning that the Queen’s 
brother, Prince Charles of Mecklenbui^, commanded there 
— “ or to Zell ; but she will hot go thither — another of 
the Queen’s brothers was there ; perhaps she may go to 
Lunenbeig.” 

‘ The Select Committee for Indian affairs began with great 
warmth. Governor Johnson, Lord*Clive’s great enemy, 
called witnesses against his corruption. Lord Clive said 
he thought this inquiry had been tct regulate those affairs, 
but found it was for accusation. Sir Gilbert Elliot replied, 
they could not regulate without going to the bottom of 
abuses. 
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Isf. Thomas BradShaw kissed hands as Lord of the 
Admiralty, in the room of Charles Fox — a promotion 
much censured, from the dirty character of the man ; but 
he had great weight still with the Duke of Grafton.^ The 
same day Lord North opened the budget of Ways and 
Means.* Two frigates w^e now ordered to sail for the 
Queen of Denmark and carry her to Stade in her way to 
Zell, where the Danes consented she should reside. The 
King ordered them to be furnished royally from the Lord 
Chamberlain’s office. Lord Suffolk had been a chief actor 
to flatter the King m promoting the intended expedition 
to Copenhagen, and Lord North was supposed not to have* 
pleased by opposing it. 

Account of a Prussian army being marched into Polish 
Prussia, even with the consent of the Emperor® and 
Czarina. An armistice agreed on between the Russians 
and Turks to treat of peace. 

3rd Madan[ie Dieden, the Danish Minister’s wife, was 
presented to the King and Queen. 

lih. Ihe account arrived of the execution of 'Struensee 


‘ See* Sir Denis le Marclianifs re- 
marks in Walpole’s Memoirs of Geor^ 
HI., voliv. p. 68.— D. 

* Doid IToxfch (feclaieij he thought it 
likely that we should have no war in ten 
years, and by that time we should 
pay o# seventeen millions. Had the 


fleet sailed tow Demnark it would have 
spoiled the pacific prophecy. 

® The Kmg of Frussia had reduced 
the Bmi^iOr to this ac(j[uie$oence, hav- 
ing previously bought up all manner of 
forage, and hab^ s^rvpd the Emperor’s 
army. 
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and Brandt. Each had his hand cut off, and then was 
beheaded.* After Struensee had lost his hand he resisted, 
and was executed by force. The King was made to sign 
the warrant for his execution. Query if true that he re- 
sisted? ■ No. 

Bradshaw, when he stood for his re-election, was opposed 
by a West Indian, who bribed the corporation, and was 
returned. Bradshaw petitioned, and, though the Parliament 
was to adjourn immediately after the King’s birthday, the 
Ministry determined to keep it sitting to hear the cause. 
This T/^as much censured, and added to the unpopularity of 
such a fellow’s promotton. 

18^A. Charles Fox’s Marriage Bill, on which he had 
given himself no trouble, having taken away all restraints 
but the single one of a register, was thrown out without a 
debate by 93 to 34. He arrived from Newmarket just as 
his bill was rejected. 

The same night the Duke of Gloucester arrived from 
Italy, quite recovered. 

The Dissenters, though the penal laws were never 
exercised against them, were with reason uneasy at their 
remaining in force, and had now petitioned to be exempted 
from thejin. The Bishops as obstiihtely insisted on re- 
taining the power of persecution, though they declared 
against ‘exerting it — why then should they keep it ? 
The Ministers, afraid of disobliging the Dissenters before 
the general election, suffered the bill to pass the ^House 
of Commons, hoping the loss would be imputed to the 
Lords only, and not to Members of Parliament. Lord 
Gower accordingly, gave notice that he would oppose it, 
and did on the 

19#A The Duke of Eichmond, in a speech cvf nearly two 
hours, warmly attacked the Bishops on their Jesuitic spirit, 
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want of candour, and scandalous love of power and money ; 
and ho read many quotations in favour of toleration from 
Bishop Warburton’s ‘Divine Legation and Doctrine of 
Grace,’ Warburton,® formerly a heretic, had now driven 
the bishops upon this opposition to toleration ; then changed 
his mind, and declared hecwould not attend the’bill. His 
friend Dr. Heberden,'' the physician, went to him, and 
told him, if he had changed his mind, he ought to declare 
it like a man, but would lose all character if he absented 
himself. He went to the House, but did not mend the 
matter, for he made no reply to the Duke, but said he 
scorned to answer or to stay awdiy.* Hay Drummond, 
Archbishop of York, Tejrick of London, Hinchcliffe® of 


* The poets had long before attacked 
the prelates in the same spirit which 
marked the speech of the duke. Paul 
Whitehead was, perhaps, the most vi- 
gorous of these satirists. In his ‘ Man- 
ners * he thus writes : — 

“ Tn vain behold yon rev’rend turrets ilse, 

And Sarum'fi sacred spire salute the skies! • 

If the lawn’d Ijevite’s earthly vote be sold, 

And God’s free gift retail'd for Mammon-gold, 

No rev’rence can the proud cathedral claim, 

But Henley’s shop and Sherlock’s are the same.” 

— B. 

® Walpole’s estimate of Warbui’ton 
partakes of t^e prejudices || his con- 
temporaries. The reader consult 
Hurd’s biography for a more correct, 
yet not entirely laudatory, judgment on 
the same subject. At the period re- 
corded in the text the bishop was a 
remarkably veneraole and dignified old 
man, bub as arrogant and intolerant as 
ever he had been. His infelicitous style 
and perplexed arguments exposed him 
to charges of heterodoxy. He pos- 
sessed more learning than wi6dom« and 
could not well apply that which he 
possessed. Bontloy remarked el him 
that he had “a monsirons appetite, but 
a bad digestion.” An anonymous 
epigramwatist wrote of him : — 

Great is yourVisdom, Sir, no doubt ; 
Surpass'd by very few ; 

Who Strike not only new lights out, 

But all the old ones too.” 


He was still more roughly handled by 
Churchill. Witness the famous pas- 
sages in the * Duellist,’ of which the fol- 
lowing linos are a part : — 

He was so proud that, should he meet 
The twelve apostles in the street, 

He'd turn his nose up at them all, 

And shove his Saviour from the wall, 

tlr * « * * 

He wrote, too, of the Holy Ghost, 

Of whom no more than doth a post 
He knew ; nor should an angel show him, 
Would ho, or know, or choose to know him.” 

Warburton died in 1779, at the age of 
foui’score and one. — D, 

^ Heberden was one of the most able 
and most virtuous men of his day, His» 
great work, the * Commentaries on the 
History and Cure of Diseases,’ gained 
for him a posthumous, hut a world- 
wide* fame. It was he who outbid a 
publisher for the copyright of a scep- 
tical work by Dr. Conyers Middleton, 
offered for sale by the doctor’s widow. 
On receiving the manuscriplj^ he com- 
mitted it to the flames. Harden died 
in 1801 { he was then above ninety-one 
yearsoof age.— D, 

^ flinchebiffe was the son of a livery- 
stable keeper, and waa educated at West- 
minster, of which school he was ap- 
pointed head-master in 1764, through 
the patromge of the Duke of Grafton. 
He married the sister of. his liberal 
friend and pupil, Mr. Crewe. Hindi- 
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Peterborough, Lowth of Oxford,® and Barrington^ of 
Landaffe, opposed the bill. Terrick said he had letters 
from several Dissenters expressing content with the bill as 
it stood, Lowth took up the affair in a spirit of revenge, 
declaring he would not favour the Dissenters, because they 
iBOvid nM receive Bishops in Ameucax Lord- Shelburne said 
that he was Secretary of State when Archbishop Seeker 
had struggled for an American Bishop, and that both the 
Archbishops Seeker and Dru:^mond had been with him ; 
and when he had urged how unwelcome a Bishop would 
be to the Dissenters, they had both assured him that the 
Dissenters did not object to it. T^is Drummond* could 
not' deny. Lord Chatham, whq had not appeared this 
whole session, answered the Bishops with many ironic 
compliments, severity, yet temper, and with more know- 
ledge of their affairs than^ all of them together possessed. 
He said they had talked much of the system of the Church 
of England; but.it had no system. He would in three 


olifFe had been employed by the latter 
to persuade the lady not to entei-tain 
the suit of an officer in the Guards ; and 
he did this so effectually that the lady 
graciously listened to his own, and be- 
stowed on him a hand that carried a 
large fortune with it* The prelate was 
strongly opposed to the American wai*. 
He acquired the surname of the “ Bloody 
Bishop’* in 1774, being the only mem- 
ber of the episcoj^l bench wno sup- 
ported^ severe measures . against the 
ArmSlians. Hinchcliffe died in 1794, 
aged sixityrthrec.—P* ■ 

^ The great episcopal contributor to 
biblical IJteratoe. . His well-known 
work on Isaiah has been pronoutneed 
the best book the world after the 
Bible*- Inldscpnttotersies.with 
burton it would be diiSedlt to say which 
of the disputants exhibited- tl^e greater 
anmunt of dhtemperv Lowth was somie- 


thing of a courtier ; but he was an up- 
right prolate. He refused to institute a 
clergyman to. a living who (he know) 
had signed a bond of resignation, Tliq 
law-courts condemned the bishop ; but 
the House of Lords ultimately declared ^ 
in his favour by a majority of me. He 
died in 1787, seventy-seven.— D. 

^ Tho brother and biographer of Vis- 
count Barrington. He was promoted 
from Llandaff to Salisbury, and sulisc- 
quently to Purham, of whicll diocese 
he dm bishop; in 1826. Shuto Bar- 
rington was a good and lib<^ral man, 
who found it better to give than to re- 
ceive. , .He was^ a firm anti-Bomanist ; 
always examined candidates for holy 
orders himself; and on one occasion 
settled 5001 #y0ar on a relation,, ex- 
pressly to keep him out of the Church, 
on which the bishop thought his kins- 
man would reflect little credifc.—P. 
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words explain the whole to their Lordships*. Thdr 
Thiriy-nine Articles were Calvinistical, tlmr Creeds 
Papistical, and both the Church and Pissdnters were every 
day approaching nearer to Arminianism. Socinus was the 
reverse of our Bishops. He had set out wealthy, and died 
poor. Lord Lyttelton sppke on the same side' with more 
applause ; the Lords Bruce and Badnor with the Bishops. 
The Bill was rejected by 73 to 23, and with proxies by 
102 to 27. Lord Camden did not speak ; Lord Mansfield, 
for I know not what timid or trimming reason, voted in the 
minority, as did Lord Talbot. 

This subject occ^ioned Lord Barrington to expose 
himself, as he often did, especially by his letters. His 
father had been reckoned the head of the Dissenters, 
whom he sold and betrayed to the Court. Some of the 
present Dissenters waited on his son, desired his interest, 
and intimated their wishes that his brother the Bishop 
would at least absent himself. Lord Barrington, with all 
the frankness of duplicity, pleaded his own and brother’s 
situations as ties that obliged them to oppose the bill ; but 
added, that the Bishop believed the Thirty-nine Articles no 
more than he did. This made a noise, and came to his 
brother’s ears, who was angry and disavowed the imputa- 
tion. The Dissenters charged Lord Barrington with what 
he had saifl. He returned a written answer, ire' which he 
said his brother, like a P.ope, whether he helmed or not, 
must Sefend his own Church. 

I mjist now enter into a curious detail relative, to the 
Boyal Family and my own. On the 19th of May I re- 
ceived the following letter firom'my brother Sir Edward 
Walpole;— 
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Dear Brother, Pali Mail, Tuesday Evening, May 19, 1772. 

• I OW& it to you in friendship, and your kindness to my chtldren® 
gives you a kind of paternal right to be informed of every event 
of consequence to them. I have this moment received an express 
from Lady Waldegrave, with the Duke of Gloucester’s permis- 
sion to acquaint me with their marriage, which was in 1766. 
The clergyman ® who I always thought married them called liere 
this morning, but would not come up, as I had a good deal of 
company, but pressed to see Mrs. Clement,^ who was gone to 
Ham to Lord Dysart He said he would come again to-morrow. 
I had not then received the express, but figured to myself that 
his visit was on account of the marriage, for I have no sort of 
acquaintance with him. I fancy he will be here to-morrow ; and 
I suppose we are to settle what is proper tq be done for the security 
and proof, for they will not yet awhile make it public, or she take 
the title ; which probably will he best* till they have taken tunc to 
see what the K. will do in it. 

I think it incumbent upon me to communicate it to you as early 
as I know it myself ; 

And am very affectionately yours, 

Ed. Walpole. 

P.S. This is confusedly wrote, as I have people with me, and 
have but just got her letter. 

I was a good dea^. embarrassed at the receipt of this 
letter. I had opposed the match till I had found it was 
to no purpose; and had continued steadfastly to avoid 


® Sir Edward Walpole, second son of 
Sir Bobert Walpole, Prime Minister 
and Earl of Orford, was never married, 
but by Ibrotby Clement, of Durham, 
a milliners apprentice, had four natural 
children: Edward, who wad "in tho 
army, and died in 1771 Laura,# mar- 
ried to Dr. Erederiok l^pppl. Bishop of 
Exeter and Dean of Windsor, fourth son 
of William Anne, Earl of Albemarle; 
Maria, first married to James, second 
Earl of Waldegrave, Knight of the 
Garter and Governor of Ejmg George 

VOL. 1. 


HI., and secondly to his Boyal High- 
ness William Hen^ Duke & Glou- 
cester, third son of hVcderick Prince of 
Wales; and Charlotte, of whom her 
mother died in childb^ and who was 
wife of Lionel Talmache, Lord Hunting- 
tower, efdest son of Lionel Earl of 
Dysari, whom he succeeded in the title 
in 1771. 

^ Mr. Baddeley. This was a mistake; 
they were married by a Dr. Morton, as 
^ill appear afterwards.* 

* Aunt of Lady Waldegrave. 

H 




98- LAST JOUBNALS OF HORACE WALPOLE. May, 

havicig any hand in it, I was determined still not to 
avail myself of an alliance that^I had condemned, nor to 
pay court to my niece when she had carried her point, 
since I had declined doing so while her situation was un- 
certain. On the other hand, as I concluded the Duke of 
Gloucester would be forbjdden the Court, like' the Duke 
of Cumberland, I had no sort of inclination to engage in 
a quarrel with the King and Queen in support of a cause 
that I had disapproved, especially as my taking part for 
jny|^i^ would seem to contradict all my declarations. 
I dm n(^ desire to be abandoned by all the world like the 
Luttrells, and reduced to live almost in solitude with the 
Duke and Duchess of* Gloucester, who would not love me 
for what was passed, l^or was I pleased with the Duke 
of Gloucester, who had recently mortified my particular 
friend Sir Horace Mann, Eesident at Florence, by un- 
merited slights. I determined, therefore, to act as neutral 
a part as I could, and at once decline all share in the 
honours or disgrace of my niece. This was a conduct, I 
own, more prudent than affectionate or heroic ; but I was 
cured of sacrificing myself for others : I had done with the 
world, and wished to pass iairtranquillity the remainder of 
a turbulent life, in which I had given proofe enough of 
spirit and disinterestedness. For these reasons I the next 
morning sent my brother this letter® in answer to his ; — 

DeAB BbOTHEB, Arlington Street, May 20th, 1772. 

I am much obliged to you for the mark you have ^ven 
me of ypur firiendship in acquainting me with Lady Waldegrave’s 
marriage; and X give you many thanks for the justice pu do me 
in believing that 1 interest mysdf extremely m the wel^e of all 
your children. 

Though entirely out of the secret of the match, I never doubted 


* Never before printed,— D. 
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it, from the long conviction I have had of Lady Waldegrave’s Strict 
virtue anu* many excellent qualities j ance it is accompMied, I 
hope in God it will prove as great felicity to her as it is an honour 
to her and herfamily. When I have said this with the utmost truth, 
it would below me to affect much zeal and joy for the attainment 
of an object which, at the beginning, I said all I could to dissuade 
her from pursuing, on the ancere belief that it was not likely to 
tend to her happiness. When I found I had no chance of pre- 
vailing, I deasted ; and, having no right tu question her, I forbore 
all mention of the subject. For her sake I did not approve the 
connection ; for my own I could take no part in it, without being 
sure of the marriage. As both friendship for her and regard for 
my own honour dictated this conduct, I can neither repent it nor 
deny it. Your daughter, I think, has too nice a sense of honour 
herself to blame me ; and the Duke of Cfoucester, 1 hope, will not 
be sorry that his wife’s relations (for it is justice to you to say that 
you have always been more anxious about her character than her 
fortune) were infinitely more afraid of any disgrace that might 
happen to her, than they were ambitious of an honour so much 
above their pretensiona It is not to make my court that I say 
this. I have no vanity to gratify ; I have no wishes that were not 
satisfied before. I receive the honour done to the family with 
great respect for the royal person who confers it, but with no pride 
for myself, having never aspired above the privacy of my situation. 
To you and to your daughter I sincerely hope the event will prove 
a source of great happiness, andUi^all always be, with proper de- 
ference for her, and witii cordial good wishes for her and you, 

Dear Brother, yours most affectionately, 

Hobaoe Walpole. 

To this Sir Edward answered as follows : — 

Wednesday, May 20, 1772. 

If I had seen ydu to-day I should have shown you a letter 
whidhl cannot resist ending you a copy of, to be preserved among 
yonr valuable collection of papers ; in which, or any other top 
company, I think it highly deserves a place, for it strikes me as 
one of the sweetest samples of soi^, language, and goodness of 
heart that I ever saw. 
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At the same time it will be a necessary information to you of 
what they wish to be our conduct on the occasion. 

The substance of it, though not put together so well as it is 
in that letter, was what I wrote to her about a year and half 
ago, intended for his perusal And it was my way of thinking 
from the beginning ; for, as you very kindly observe in yours of 
to-day, my solicitude was for her good, not her great name. And, 
indeed, if she were Queen of England, I do not believe, as near as 
St. James’s is, that eve^ I should go thither.® 

Yours, &c., 

E. W. 

Be assured she has the highest respect for you imaginable. 

Lady Waldegravds lettk^ to her father^ Sir Edward Walpole^ on 
occasion of her marridge with the Duke of Gloucester. 

St. Leonards, May 19, 1772. 

My dear and ever honoured Sir, 

You cannot easily imagine how much every past alfliction has 
been increased to me by my not being at liberty to make you quite 
easy. The duty to a husband being superior to that we owe a 
father I hope will plead my pardon, and that, instead of blaming 
my past reserve, you will think it commendable. 

When the Duke of Gloucester married me (which was in 
September, 1766) I promised him upon no consideration in the 
world to own it even to you wfftiout his permission ; which per- 
mission I never had till yesterday, when he arrived here in much 
better health and looks than ever I saw him ; yet, as you may 
suppose, much hurt at all that has passed in his absence so much 
so, that I have had great difficulty to prevail upon him to let things 
as much as possible remain as they are. To secure my character, 
without injuring his, is the utmost of my wishes ; and I dare say 
that you and all my relations will agree with me that I^hall be 
much happier to be called Lady Waldegrave and respected as 
1 « 

^ .Sir Edward lived so vejy retiyed a ^ The King, by tjtying to hinder the 
life ihat he had not at this tune stirred declaration of the Duke of Gloucester’s 
out of his hou^ since the 13th of the marriage, or to prevent it by the Mar- 
preceding December, when he had riage Bill, was the cause that the Duke 
rived from his seat, Luxborough, in now owned it. 

Essex. 
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Duch^s^ of Gloucester, than to feel myself the cause of his leading 
such.a liife’as his brother ® does, in order for me to be called your 
Royal Highness. 1 am prepared for the sort of abase the news- 
papers will be foil of — very few people will believe that a woman 
will refuse to be called Princess if it is in her power. 

To have the power is my. pride ; and not using it in some measure 
pays the debt I owe the Duke for tfo? honour he has done me. 

( All I wish of my relations is, that they will show the world that 
they are satisfied with my conduct, yet ^eem to di^uise their 
reasons. 

If ever I am unfortunate enough to be called Duchess of Glou- 
cester, there is an end of almost all the comforts which I now enjoy, 
which, if things can go on as they are now, are many. 

I , sent my brother word that I iiad been ready to kiss 
his daughter’s hand, but was now ready to kiss her feet; 
and I advised his showing her letter confidentially to some 
few, only omitting what related to the Duke of Cumber- 
land, whom she ought not to offend. 

That my brother said not too nijach of this inimitable 
letter, every one who reads it must confess. It struck me 
with astonishment, admiration, and tenderness — and, I 
confess, with shame. How mean did my prudence appear 
compared with hers ! which*#!vas void of all personal con- 
siderations but of her honour. What proper spirit ! what 
amiable concern for and gratitude to her husband ! what 
scorn oj&the Duke of Cumberland, of rank, of malice, and 
(at least implied) of the King and his power ! what sense 
in her conduct! Address how laudably emffloyed 1 
This letter proved two things. I have always thought that 
feeling bestows the most sublime eloquence, and that 
women write letters better than men. I, a writer in some 
esteem, and all my life a letter-writer, never penned any- 


® The t)uke of Cumberland* 
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thing like this letter of my niece. It is gre^. ,it is 
pathetic, it is severe, and it is more than all these — it is 
the language of Virtue in the mouth of Love. She wrote 
a letter to her sister Dysart that did not breathe total 
self-denial. That she recounted with pleasure the ms^ni- 
ficent presents the Duke had brought her was natural, was 
not to be blamed. Other expressions intimated further 
views. She desired'her sister to make confidences of her 
manage to persons likely not to keep the secret — nor was 
ev^* faulty. The vindication of her character justi- 
fied her eagerness to have the secret, so long and painfully 
concealed, known. She acquainted Lady Dysart with 
the Duke’s intentionxf^ having a lev4e, which he had 
never practised, and requested her sister to publish that 
intention. Of the King, she said, “ he seems not to have 
courage enough to be angry with the Duke,® but he will 
wound him in the dark, though he dare do no more.” Her 
letter concluded with «desiring Lady Dysart to omit the 
word Dowag&r in the subscription of her letters, which, 
said Lady Waldegrave, I Cannot bear ! These symptoms 
convinced me that the natural ambition of her temper 
would not long be smothered. Lady Waldegrave, with 
many and great virtues, was impetuous, and from her 
childhood ambitious. While a girl, she had often said 
she would be a lady. Her father, to correct her, asked 
her “ How that could be, for she was a beggar ? ” 
“ Theif,” said she, I will he a lady-beggar.” She was 


< Lead Stertfeid told me the SiuS 
hofeed tio prevail on the Dnlce not to 
declare ihe marriage publicly, and con- 
fessed he thought the King a&aid of 
quarrelling witl# the Puke, who wds 
veiy dilMPw respeoted iihe Puke 
of Oiunbrniand; the Oppo^tion, 


who gunned the younger brother for 
marrying Ldttieire sister, would flock 
to the Puke of Oloucest^ forbid- 
den the Court Even the Queen must 
fear disobli^g the Duke of Gloucester, 
who, if the Ki^ died, would, under her, 
preside in the Uouncil of Begency. 
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very p^ous, charitable, sincere, frank, and friendly, but 
warm and resentful ; her sense strong, her wit ready and 
very pointed ; yet from the time of her marriage with the 
Duke of Gloucester she had conducted herself with singu- 
lar humility and attention to all sorts of persons, and, 
except by' the ostentation of h<'r expense, had given no 
indicatiofa of her feeling herself a princess — even her mag- 
nificence was the less striking, as she'never had had any 
idea of economy. To ho* daughters she was an excellent 
mother, blending the greatest tenderness with the most 
sensible education. 

On the 23rd I received this note from her : — 

My obae Sib, 

My father writes me word that he showed you my letter, 
and tliat you approve of my conduct, which is an addition to my 
present happiness. 

The same day my brother wrote to me, with an accoimt 
of the great respect and court which Lady Waldegrave 
told him had been paid to the Duke by all sorts of people, 
and that he intended to have a levee, to which he had 
expressly desired Sir Edward would not go, as it would 
distress him, the Duke (from the difficulty of receiving or 
not receiving him as a father). Sir Edward, alluding to 
his own retired life, answered with humour, that, if he 
were tcwappear, people would certainly think he was dead.” 
Of the levee my brother said he informed me for my 
own judgment, who knew best whether I would of should 
go to, it. Of this difficulty I was already well aware. 
Lady Waldegrave’s noble conduct had captivated me, and 
I was determined to take her part in the most disinterested 
manner. Still, as she did not declare hmr mamage openly. 

By Lotd Walde^ave she had three 4 , would take him ghos^ as 

daughters, thejiac)ies Laura, and , he had not been seen in ile world so 
Horatia, long. 
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it was by no means proper or consistent that her family 
should proclaim it ; and as I had never waited on .the 
Duke, and had besides always declared that I never 
would go to him till I was certain my uiece was his wife, not 
his mistress, ray appearance would be the most clear avowal 
of the marriage. The ca%e seemed to me too delicate to 
risk the decision myself. I consulted my brother ; he was 
clearly, nay, positively, of opinion that I ought not to go, 
an,d ^e^ed I would send his daughter my reasons. I 
said,f ‘ Ifo ; I did not care to take so much on myself” 
“Then,” said he, “say we both think so.” “No,” re- 
plied I ; “if you please, I will say you think so.” He 
said, “ Pray do.” I V^t home and wrote to my niece, 
stating the case, telling her her father’s opinion and desire, 
and yet referring it to the Duke and her to order what I 
should do, whether appear at his levee or not. 

This was my letter,* in which I meant to show all 
manner of respect to the Duke, and even to my niece, 
now become my superior, and withal a proper and spirited 
sense of what I owed to myself : — 

My DEAR Madam, Arlington street, May 24, 1772. 

It is very trae what your father has told you, that I never was 
so struck with admiration of anything as I was with your letter to 
him. It shows the goodness of your heart, of your understanding, 
and of your 'conduct; and a greatness of mind that ndHies you 
worthy of your fortune. You will not think this flattery, for you 
know I am incapable of flattering you — and it cannot be designed as 
a compliment to your rank, when I approve, as I do exceedingly, 
your wadving it The Duke of Gloucester has thence a ^tisfac- 
tion that few princes taste— the conviction that you married him 
fhlra inclination, not from ambition. \ do not ask your pardon 
for having opposed that inclination, because I did it from fearing 


Now printed for the first thne.-'D. 
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it would not tend to your happiness. Nor can I repent my conduct 
and sUence since ; you cannot disesteemr me for it, and his Soyal 
Highness cannot be sorry to have found that his wife’s relations had 
!oo much Honour to be proud even of his favour to you till they were 
satisfied of your marridge. The Duke, I hear, is to have a levee 
on Thursday ; as I would not dare to take any liberty, and cer- 
tainly would tis little omit any mark of veneration and gratitude to 
his Royal Highness after the honour he has done to the family, I 
went to your father to consult him oft what would be most proper 
for nie to do. Having never had the honour of being presented 
to his Royal Highness or of kissing his hand, it would be pre- 
sumption in me to approach him without that testimony of duty ; 
but at the same time, as the motives of my past absence are well 
known, my going through that ceremony just now would be a 
positive declaration of my being assured ,#)f your marriage. Sir 
Edward is clear that such a st^ at tMa* time would be the most 
improper imaginable, and very repugnant to that amiable and 
wise moderation you have adopted, and he bid me tell you how 
wrong he thinks it would be for me to go to the Duke’s levee. 
Let me beg you, therefore, dear Madam, to acquaint his Royal 
Highness with the reasons why I am not one of the first to express 
my zeal and gratitude, together with my joy for his recovery and 
return. I have the utmost respect and attachment to his person, 
th^more sincere as I have no views, no ambition, no pride to 
gratify. My wishes are completely satisfied in your having acted 
as became the names you bore. The accession of dignity without 
your excellent qualities would never have made me, so much as I 
am, either in affection or respect, 

Yoiu: most obedient humble servant, 

Horace WAiiPOLB. 

To this letter I received a very civil letter froln my 
niece; approving my non-appearance at the Duke’s levee, 
and telling me she had communicated to him what I had 
s^id. At the s^me .time*she;, expressed great uneasiness at 
having heard that htar father had shown her letter ; 
which he had done with so little caution that the very 
words of it almost were quoted- about the town. fl!e had, 
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in particular, shown it to one Touchet, a broken merchant 
of a Very bad character, but much in his esteem, and much 
more connected with Lord Holland, to whom he imm^ 
diately reported the contents, as well as to many others. 
The Duke was exceedingly hurt at this indiscretion, and 
Lady Waldegrave comjdained to her father of that im- 
prudence. Sir Edward owned the charges, but, having 
seen me so pleased Vith his daughter’s letter, concluded I 
h^ been as little guarded as himself, and imputed the 
p^li^ty of it to me as well as to himself. I, who, as the 
reader has seen, had been over-circumspect from the very 
beginning of the amour, was astonished when my brother 
told me what he had written tiP his daughter ; but on my 
^ving him various proofs how little foundation there was 
for his involving me in the charge, he handsomely pro- 
mised to clear me to Lady Waldegrave, and I myself 
sent her a minute account of the caution I had observed. 

My brother Edward, father of the Duchess of Glou- 
cester, and second son of Sir K. Walpole, Prime Mini||er 
to George I. and II., and afterwards Earl of Orfbrd, was a 
man of excellent parts and numerous virtues ; the first he 
buried in obscurity and retirement, the latter he never 
failed exerting. He had great natural eloquence, wit, 
humour even to admirable mimicry, uncommon sensibility, 
large generosity and charity. He drew well, bilil- seldom, 
was a profound musician, and even invented a most touch- 
ing instrument^ which, from the number of its Strings, he 
called a pentadhord. All these engaging qualities and 
talents, formed for splendour and society, were confined to 
infrrior companions, for he neither loved the great world, 
nor was his temper suited to accommodate himself to it, 
for he was* exceedingly passionate, jealous, and impatient 
of contradiction, though in his later years he acquired 
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more ^ildne§s. He wrote several small pieces occasion- 
’ally both in prose and verse, a very few of which were 
printed, but never with his name, for no man had less 
parade. In pathetic melancholy he chiefly shone, espe- 
cially in his music, and yet, though his ear was aU har- 
mony, his Verse was more replete .with meaning than it was 
sonorous. His father he idolized ; to his children he was 
magnificently liberal 5 to his friends, dependants, servants, 
profiisej and so far from arrogant to inferiora, he was 
over-ceremonious. This tribute to his virtues I pay with 
pleasure, and it may be credited, for to me he was never 
affectionate, though, but for one short period, we always 
lived on fair terms.* After the Commencement of the 
American war he took a turn in politics very afficting to 
almost all his family, and, as we thought, to the principles 
in which he had been educated — those of the Revolution. 
He grew a warm Royalist, though at the time of the 
General Warrants he had embarked zealously with the 
Whigs against the Court. For his change we could never 
clearly account ; I am sure* it was from no abject selfish 
motive ; he never had been ambitious, nor was interested, 
nor ever stained withthe slightest taint of corruption ; but 
from what observations I could make, I believe the follow- 
ing were his chief inducements. The profligacy of Wilkes 
made th®Hfirst impression, and, recollecting the unprincipled 
opposition to his beloved father. Sir R. Walpole, Sir Ed- 
ward grew to see all opposition in the same light* The 
deatlf of his great friend Mr. Leg^e broke off his connec- 
tion with the Whigs, and the apostacy of Drr Butler, 
, whose friendship he. inhented from Mr. Legge, for whom 
Butler had written more than one Whig pamphlet against 


* See OuQidnghem’s * Letters of Horaoe Wulpoie/ vol, i. p. 355-360. 
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the Court, contributed in my opinion to the alteration in 
my brother, at whose request I recommended Butler to 
Lord Hertford for a King’s chaplain, Butler professing, as 
he had a good- fortune, that he wished but for a feather, 
and desired neither deanery nor bishopric, only the 
honour of preaching befoi» the King, he being an esteemed 
preacher. Yet no sooner had this unambitious priest en- 
tered on his new office, then he became one of the most 
ssrvile of his cloth, and by a zealous Fast Sermon and other 
cyartly acts obtained a bishopric, though Dr. Porteus 
outstripped him by a grosser dose of flattery at the same 
time and on the same occasion, and got the first nomina- 
tion — a preference wfej^jh Butler, who had lately borne 
being cut for the stone like a hero, bore like a woman.® I 
suspect that Butler owed his mitre a little too to poisoning 
my brother’s principles; a most welcome offering to the 
King when he was persecuting my brother’s own daughter 
and son-in-law, the Duchess and Duke of Gloucester. 
Her, Sir Edward loved above bis other children — and 
though he often exclaimed against the Kmg’s ill-treatment 
of her, yet nothing could shake his zeal for the King or his 
inveteracy to the Opposition. The Duke of Gloucester 
once said to me, “ I wonder how your brother and you, who 
are of such different parties, can agree.” I replied, “ Sir, 
I beg your Royal Highness to be easy ; I give*-you my 
word you shall never hear of a quarrel between my brother 
and die. I know I can command myself with him; I 
never do contradict him.” The Duke’s prudence* kept 
him mote easily from any dispute with his father-in-law, 
whom indeed he rarely saw, for Sir Edward even to him did 


* Dr. Porteife was appoini^d ta tte 
bishopric of Chester in 1776, at the re- 
quest of Queen Charlotte, to whom, 


during an illness, he had officiated as 
private chaplain.— D. 
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not go .twice in a year. Nor did the Duke take a declared 
part in politics, for, though ill-treated by his brothel*, he 
received little attention from the Opposition, except from 
a very few. The noble generosity, too, of Sir Edward to 
the Duchess could but exact gratitude from the Duke. 

A story 1 will relate of Sir Ed\.ard will exemplify many 
parts of the character I have given of him. When 
Frederick Prince of Wales first came to England, Sir 
Edward Walpole was one of bis favourites, and constantly 
a performer at his private concerts. When His Royal 
Highness began to glance towards Opposition, he endea- 
voured to persuade Sir Edward to absent himself from the 
House of Commons on the question of the army. He 
refused. The Prince pressed to know why he would not 
oblige him. “ You will never forgive me. Sir,” said Sir 
Edward, “ if I give you my reasons.” “ By God, I will,” 
said the Prince, who was walking about the room with his 
arm round my brother’s shoulder. Sir Edward replied, 
jestingly, “ By God, Sir, you will not — yet I will tell you, 
that I will not stay away, because your father and mine are 
for the question.” The Prince flung from him in’ anger ; 
but the Princess Royal, who was at the harpsichord, and 
heard what passed, cried out, “ As I am a musician, I may 
say, bravo, Mr. Walpole ! ” (he was not then Knight of the 
Bath), ^“‘hravo ! ” The Prince stomached the refusal and 
the reason more ; and at his next concert asked the several 
hired performers whether they had played the night l)efore 
at one Lancetti’s ben^t, and then, strutting up haughtily to 
Sir Edward, put the same question to him, as if he was a 
fiddler by profession. Sir Edward started with rage, and, 
running to the bell, rung it violently, and, a page entering, 
bade him take away a base viol and call his serv&nts. The 
Prince asked what he meant, and whether he was going 
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away? He said, “ Tes 5 he would be affronted by no man 
Imilg.” “ You are mad,” stdd the Prince : “ come back.” 
“Never, Sir, never,” replied he; “never, as long as I 
breathe.” The Duke of Rutland, and other persons of rank, 
who were present, endeavoured to soothe Sir Edward, but 
away he went with proper indignation. The sitory getting 
wind, the Prince sent Hedges, his treasurer, to ask Sir 
Edward if he liad Set it about ; but he proving firmer than 
v^s expected. Hedges, instead of using any menaces, made 
imny excuses in the Prince’s name, and by his Royal 
Highness’s order pressed him so much to wait on the 
Prince again, that Sir Edward, finding the satisfaction as 
honourable as he coidd desire, went to the Prince’s next 
birthday. After the death of Sir Robert Walpole the 
Prince ordered Sir William Irby to write to Sir Edward, 
and press him, now at liberty, to join his Royal High- 
ness’s Opposition. Sir Edward, in answer to Sir William, 
begged him to ask the Prince how his Royal Highness 
would have him behave when he should be King ; and m 
that manner would he (Sir Edward) behave under King 
George then living. The Prince had candour enough to 
cry out, “ He is an honest man, and I will keep his 
letter.” He did so ; and Sir Edward having made him 
a present of a valuable Cremonese violoncello, the Princess 
of Walds after her husband’s death ordered it fc&d)e care- 
fully locked up, and said to her son, the present King, 
then % boy, “ Geoi^e, that instrument was given to your 
father by a man firom whom I will show you ' a letter. 
When you are King get him about you, if you can ; you 
cannot have an honester man.” * ' 

* fey way di further illustration of note in the handwriting of Mrs. Piozzi, 
this royal-household life I add the fol- Tho ehamoter of George III. was 
lowingi which is now before mo hi, a Uniformly morali and uniformly discreet. 
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Having enlarged this account, I will relate a story 
which was told me this summer, 1772, by her Royal 
Highness Princess Amelia. She told me that having, one 
day when his Majesty was a boy, done something to please 
him, the Princess Dowager said to her, “Madam, you 
are very good to my children ; bnt, Madam, if you was to 
lay down your life for George, George would not be 
obliged to you.” 

On the 28th the Duke of Gloucester had his levee, 
which was exceedingly crowded. It was called an atten- 
tion to the nobility and foreign ministers, &c., who had 
been officious in their inquiries after him on his return. 
Perhaps he had a mind to feel the pulse of the public. 
On his arrival he had scarce spoken to any of the ministers *, 
and though the King affected much kindness to him, the 
least observing courtiers took notice how coldly and sul- 
lenly the Duke received his Majesty’s advances. At his 
levee he was more gracious, though to Lord Mansfield he 
spoke with irony. To the Opposition, to General Conway, 
and above all to the Duke of Richmond, who had warmly 
opposed the Royal Marriage Bill, he was remarkably 
courteous. His brother Cumberland he visited — and, in 
truth, it was their common interest to support each other. 
Lady Waldegrave, who fdlt acutely the hurt the Duke of 
Cumberland’s marriage had occasioned to her, and Mrs. 

He was wMt we call a ‘steady bay* in married, and I will keep a mistress/ 
eaily youth. A confidential finend, and ‘ Be quiet, Bddy 1’ replied the present 
natural souy^indeed, of one of my uncles. King (George HL)> * we shall have anger 
was about the court 'jvhen Prince presently for your nonsense. There 
derick of Wales died. He tdid my must be no mistresses at aU/ ‘What 
mother the foUowing story. The Pfin- you say?* cries old Augusta ; ‘ you 
cess was sitting, one day of^ her early more need ledm your pronouns, as the 
widowhood, pensive and melancholy; preceptor bid vou do. Can you tell vat 
her two eldest sons were playing about is a wonounr * Yes ; very well I* re- 
paid the second plied J?riaca SJdward ; ‘a^pronoun is to 
boy (Edward, Duke of York), * when a noun what a mistress is to a wife, a 
you and I ore men grown, you shnll he substitute and a representative !* **— D. 
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Keppel, her sister, still more warm, had expressed much 
acrimony against the DuchSss of Cumberland, who,, froih 
the first declaration of her wedding, had assumed un- 
common state, as far as she could find opportunities ; but 
their diminutive court was so shunned that she was forced 
to bestow her hand to Jbe kissed by her menial servants. 
Her brother. Colonel Luttrell, burned with impatience to 
see her and himself of more consequence. If that could 
nqt be obtained, his next wish was to annoy the Court. 
Ah occ^ion presented itself. The exorbitant impositions 
of the tradesmen of London had induced many of the 
nobility to import goods' from France. The Ministers of 
smaller foreign courts, ^whose pay is scanty, taking advan- 
tage of their sacred character,' were turned notorious 
smu^lers,® and, without paying duties, kept warehouses 
of contraband commodities. Haslang, the Bavarian 
Minister, who maintained himself for above thirty years 
by gaming, smu^ling, and selling protections against, 
arrests,® and the envoys from Venice and Naples, were the 
principal offenders. The cabinet-makers, who aspired at 
monopolising frauds, were outrageous at those dignified 


^ The Spanish ambassador was almost 
the only envoy from a foreign court who 
disdained td tom his exalted office to 
trading purposes. His idea of an am- 
bassador was, that he should rather 
watch over the honour of his own 
country than derive profit to himself by 
dealing in furniture or pictures. The 
strictures on the alleged speculations of 
the half-brother of the Emperor of the 
French, the Count de Momay, in Bussia, 
were made in the spirit of the old Span- 
ish envoy. Not very many years since, 
a package directed to a French am- 
bassadress in this country was acci- 
dentally opened at the custom-house, 
and jfbund to Jontain French gloves', at 
that time liable to an exceedingly heavy 
duty. Th e authorittes did not proceed 


against the ambassadress for smuggling, 
but sent the package through the post- 
office. It was charged by weight, as a 
letter, and the postage, amounting to a 
formidable sum, was paid without obser- 
vation. — D. 

® Count Haslang was guilty of a 
much viler proceeding. He had for 
very many years hired a house for which 
the landlord could get no reht from him. 
His public character saved him from 
beipg arrested. The poor man at last 
offered to^ relinquish what was due to 
him, provided Haslang would quit and 
rive up the house. Haslang, sanctified 
By the inviolable law of nations, re- 
fused to be even so honest a rogue as to 
compound with the man he had op- 
pressed. 
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interlopers, and drew up a petition to Parliament for 
redress. Luttrell, who had not forgotten the arts of his 
antagonist Wilkes, presented himself to the complainants, 
offered to carry their petition to the House of Commons, 
and did, at the head ^of a multitude of clamorous trades- 
men. Not content with winning th^pir hearts, he carried 
the war into the very quarters of the Cpurt. He trembled, 
he said, for the safety of the heir of the Crown. The 
House was amazed. Yes, continued he, the Prince of 
Wales is often at the house of the principal smuggler ; and 
as the mob some day or other, provoked past bearing, will 
indubitably attack and demolish that palace of contraband 
commerce, the life of the successor himself may be in 
danger ! No man guessed the meaning of the rant. Lord 
North asked at whom it was levelled. Luttrell, in a more 
than half whisper, which, from the silence of curiosity, a||s 
heard distinctly by the whole House, named Lord Hol- 
demess, the governor of the Prince, who, with his wife,*' 
was indeed a notorious dealer in prohibited merchandise. 
As the session was so near a conclusion. Lord North 
begged the petitioners to respite thejr demand of redress 
till the next winter, when he promised he would endeavour 
to correct the abuses complained of, with which assurance 
they departed satisfied. 


^ Lady Holdemess, in Mr, Grenville’s 
administration, had occasioned the put- 
ting the la^s against contraband goods 
into rigorous execution, having at one 
journey from Paris imported one hun-' 
dred and fourteen gowns, which were 


seissed. Her lord becoming afferwards 
Governor of the Cinque Ports, she 
carried on a smugglingjntercourse at 
Walmer Castle, on the coast of Kent, 
for importing iSrench clothes and furni- 
ture for herself. 


SUPPLEMKNT. 
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SUPPLEMENT. 


(^For the Public Advertiser^ May 8, 1 772.) 

To THE Right Honoheable the Lords Commissioners of the 

lj)MmALTY. 

My Lords, 

Having seen in last Saturday’s paper that Mr. Bradshaw was 
amointed to be a member of your Board, give me leave to con- 
giStulat|^your Lordships on the event, as a person of Mr. Bradshaw’s 
birth ana talents may be of the greatest use to you on many occa- 
sions, besides adding infinitely more weight and dignity to the 
Board ; I was therefore a good deal surprised at the simple manner 
in which his welUmrited promotion was announced to the public, but 
must attribute it either to Ms mn. modesty or the printer’s ignorance ; 
but whatever be the cause, I think it necessary to acquaint you, his 
brother Lords, with a little of his history. 

It is needless to trouble your Lordships with an account of his 
bjjgh or education, as the first might be a very difficult task, and 
the latter your Lordships may see has not been neglected. His 
first appearance in the great world was as one of Lord Barrington’s 
domestics, from whence he moved to Ireland, set up a shop, and, 
under the influence of a happy planet, returned to England, where, 
by means of his uncommon address in administering to the pleasures 
of the greats he was appointed one of the Secretaries to the Treasury, 
which office he held during the Duke of Grafton’s administration, 
and by exerting his happy talents between his Grace and the cele- 
brated Nancy Parsons, he so far ingratiated himself with the Duke 
that he became his chief confidant, and was privy to the whole of 
his gemrous treatment of that young lady, and of course iq^ame his 
Grace’s bosom friend; for >^hich service he first received a^pension 
of fifteep. hundred pounds a year for three livesy and,, that not being suffi- 
cient*, is now made one of you, 'X cannot avoid again congratulating 
you on the acquisition of such a brother member^ as it is to hoped 
he will assist any of your Lordships with his good offices upon all 
occasions. 

I have the honour to.be. 

My Lords, , 

^our Lordships* most humfele 
and obedient servant, 

Fall Mdh Arthur Tele-Truth. 
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The Diike of Grafton’s ambition was to be at the head of the 
Admiralty, and he had insisted on Bradshaw being placed al that 
Board as a spy on Lord Sandwich, and to learn the business, that ho 
might be his Grace’s Secretary there, if he could obtain the com- 
mand. It came out afterwards that he belonged more to the Court 
than to the Duke of Grafton, though the Court had no objection to 
have it belieVed that he owed his promotion to that Duke. 


Extract of a Letter from Copenhagen, dated April 30. 

“ In n^y last I gave you an account of the execution of Counts 
StruensSe and Brandt, but, through hurry, omitted to mention the 
crimes they were charged with, which are as follows : — Struensee 
was convicted of having embezzled from the King’s coffers almost 
six tons (?) of gold, amounting to 125,000?. sterling ; of having expe- 
dited many orders from the Cabinet without the King’s knowledge ; 
of having been guilty of criminal conversation ; of having kept from 
the King and never delivered to him several letters sent to his 
Majesty, &o. Count Brandt Was convicted of having been privy 
to Count Struensee’s criminal conversation, and all his other crimes, 
without divulging them, and of having laid violent hands on the 
King’s Majesty, &c. Ilie scaffold on which the above criminals 
were executed is ordered to remain on the place where it now is 
for a month longer, from which circumstance it is supposed that 
some more of the state prisoners will suffer death. The Colonels 
Falconskiold and Hesselberg are brought to the apartments in the 
citadel wherein Struensee and Brandt had been confined.” 

The following was published l)y somebody attached to the Court, 
but I do not know that it is authentic: — May 26, 1772. The 
last letters from Copenhagen advise that the sentences against the 
unfortuijfite Struensee and Brandt are just published, but, instead of 
satisfying the public, have excited a gerbral compassion for them, 
and an abhorrence of their barbarous execution ; and, in shox*t, they 
are now looked upon as viotims of state, sacrificed to the ambition 
and hatrdd of their enemies. These letters add, that the Queen 
Carolina Matilda was preparing to set out for Hanover towards the 
end of the present month. 

Letters from Hamburgh by yesterday’s mail advise that the 
lower order of people at Copenhagen, who had been irritated to the 
highest pitch by the discourses of Dr. Munter against the Counts 
Struensee ahd Brandt, had taken another turn, in consequence of 
which it ^as said to be determined by the Court that there should 

I 2 
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be no more executions. Those letters add, that the articles ex- 
hibite*d against the two Counts were only general charges of » their 
intentions to get the whole power of the kingdom into their hands, 
but that it seemed very improbable any such thing was intended. 

The following account of Count Struensee is transmitted from 
Hamburgh. The Count was born at Halle on Aug. 6, 1737 ; his 
father was pastor to the parish of Ulrio. He began his first exercises 
in a public school in that city, after which he was removed to the 
University there, wheip he studied physio and received his doctor’s 
^gree. In 1757 he went with his father to Altona, whore the 
l^ter appointed first pastor, with the title of Ecclesiastical 
Counsellor to the King. Soon after the son was appointed physician 
to the Signiory of Pinneberg and of the county of Rantzau >here he 
practised his art with great success, and was in such a situation 
as to have lived happily, contentedly, and esteemed ; but how few 
can properly enjoy the precious state of mediocrity ! In 1768 he 
was appointed physician to the King, and chosen to accompany him 
on his travels to England, Holland, Germany, and France; this 
unhappily was the beginning of his greatness. He accompanied 
his Majesty throughout and gave him the greatest proofs of his zeal 
and attachment, and had more than one opportunity (,)f exercising 
his skill in the medical way both on the King and Queen ; his assi- 
duity and address soon gained him the aflections of their Majesties, 
and the King appointed him his reader ; on the 12th of May, 1769, 
his Majesty invested him with the character of Counsellor of State, 
two days after with that of Counsellor of Conference, and in De- 
cember following appointed him Master of Requests. In the month 
of July, 1771, he was declared Minister of the Cabinet, and at the 
same time raised to the dignity of a Comit, and invested with the 
order of Queen Caroline Matilda ; so that he enjoyed his height of 
greatness little more than six months. It is false that he was 
accused of diverting to his own use fifteen tons of gold Jrom the 
Treasury, it being only sk ; but when his accusers were at work it 
was as®easy to write the one sum as the other. 

Tbe Queen, Struensee, and Brandt had acted like mad people ; 
they certainly gave the King laudanum frequently ; and yet? if he did 
not go to bed so soon after supper as they chose, Brandt used to 
‘Uck hhn out of the room. Other instances appeared on thQ trial of 
similar indignity. Sir Robert Keith, after his return, owned to a 
person from whom I had it, that the junto certainly bad meant by 
drugs to hui^ the King’s understanding. 
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On the 3r</ the Duke of Eiehmond, to keep up the 
Opposition disavowal of the legality of the last election 
for Middlesex, moved to reconsider the resolution of the 
Lords on that question; and the motion, as usual, was 
rejected with little debate, and by a large majority. 

6#A. A Committee for hearing the merits of Bradshaw’s 
petition was chosen. The whole Opposition made a point 
of not attending, that there might not be 100 Members 
present, the necessary complement ; but the Ministers, by 
private application, procured 112 to meet; and four days 
after the Committee decided the election in favour of 
Bradshaw. This man, of the lowest extraction, coarse 
manners, and clumsy figure, had the confidence to take 
the Duchess of Grafton out to dance at a ball at Lady 
Hillsborough’s. Somebody asked if he had lately learned 
to dance where grown gentlemen were taught? I^ady 
Bridget Lane asked in return, where be had learnt to grow 
a gentleman ? 

On the Qtk the King put an end to the session. The 
Bill fojip fegulating the affairs of India had been dropped 
from the difficulties of forming it,‘and the Committee of 
inquiry into the mismanagements and abuses in that country 
was postponed till the next s^ion. 

The same day, the 9<A, was heard, in the King’s Bench, 
the cause of Alderman Townsend against the collector of 
the land-tax, which Townsend had refused to pay.^ Seijeant 


* See Supplement at the end of Juno. 
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Glynn, counsel for Townsend, urged the nullity of the 
Farlijiment by the irregularity of the last Middlesex elec- 
tion, and that consequently the land-tax was not a valid 
Act. Lord Mansfield adhered to the Act, declared 

c 

Glynn’s ailment nothing to the purpose, and ordered 
the jury to find for the collector, which they did, as everyr 
body expected they would. 

Lord Mansfield betrayed the greatest symptoms of fear 
vlien he sat in the Alderman’s cause, and soon after gave 
anoth^ instance of his timidity. It was in a memorable 
cause between a black slave and his master, the former 
claiming the freedom of England after being brought 
thither. The Chancellors Talbot and Hardwicke had 
given an opinion formerly against slaves. Lord Mansfield 
now for a little popularity, after first advising the affair to 
be made up, gave judgment in favour of the slave, but 
advised procuring an Act of Parliament. Whether this 
was to soothe the master, or to get slavery confirmed by 
Act of Parliament, cannot be decided, but his arbitrary 
disposition countenanced the belief of the latter. 

13 <A. Lady, Waldegrave came to me with her sister 
Dysart, from Ham House.* She told me the Duke of 
Gloucester had not been able to find a moment for de- 
claring <his marriage to the King, who would not be alone 
with him a minute. sP did not like this : it shoyed either 
timidity or irresolution in the Duke. ’The Duke ^ Cum- 
berland had behaved with much more spirit when he 
married Mrs. Horton, as Lady Waldegrave rum told me. 
The Duke of Cumberland went to the King with a letter 
in his pocket containing notice of his wedding. After 
walking some time in the garden with the King, the Duke 


* Seat of the Earl of DvaarL nmr Hinlimnndl 



1772. 


THE KING’S FALSEHOOD. 


119 


gave him the letter. The King put it into his pocket, 
saying, “I suppose I need not read it now.” “Yes,. Sir,” 
said the Duke, “you* must read it directly.” The King 
had no sooner read it than he broke out in these terms — 
“You fool ! you blockhead ! you villain 1 you had better 
have debauched all the unmarried girls in England — you 
had better have committed adultery with all the married 
women — but this woman can be notlung — she never shall 
be anything.” The Duke asked what he would have him 
do.. The King said, “Go abroad till I can determine 
what to do.” Thus that foolish journey was his Majesty’s 
own thought, not that of his supposed more foolish brother ; 
and the pious apostrophe above showed the texture of the 
King’s vaunted religion. Lady Waldegrave told me too 
that the King now said his Ministers had made him pro- 
mise never to forgive his brother Cumberland — another 
instance of his piety, and yet probably a felsehood ; what 
interest had the Ministers to exact that promise, and make 
the Duke their irreconcilable enemy ? Lady Waldegrave 
added that the King had not notified the Marriage Bill 
to the Duke of Gloucester till in the very letter in which 
he told him of his mother’s death — thus heaping indignity 
on cruelty, and closing all with another falsehood, by 
aflBrming that the Marriage Bill was enacted to ;^ease the 
Princess*;® and with’ a new indignity to the Duke of 
Glouc^^ter, by thanking the Parliament at the close of the 
session, just as the Duke arrived, for having regulated, 
that is restrained, the marriages of the Royal Family. 

On the 15tA a great installation of Knights of the Bath. 
The King had his son (Brince Frederick) installed by 

® The King’s, implacability against appear by tbe case of <3leneral Conway, 
those who opposed the Marriage Bill which I shall mention hereafter, 
proved it was his own act^ as will 
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proxy,* to save the expense of the entertainment, which 
the King must have borne had the. Prince been installed 
in person. 

\Qth. Account of the Queen of Denmark being landed 
at Stade, in her way to the Gorcie, a villa of the King’s 
near Hanover. On embarking aboard the frigate the 
royal standard of Denmark was hoisted. It was impossible 
to learn exactly the truth of the Danish history. In 
gmeral the conduct of the Queen, Struensee, and Brandt 
appears to have been absurd and extravagant even to 
frenzy. In the printed trial, which is very ill drawn up, 
and more agreeable to the vague, unsatisfactory manner iii 
which despotic countries render accounts to the public, 
than to the notions of a nation that requires positive 
breaches of known laws proved by facts and evidences, 
it seems that Brandt, by Struensee’s consent, went into 
the King’s closet to demand satisfaction of him, and even 
ill-treated his master, and bit his finger. In Germany, I 
know from good authority, that it is believed that they 
frequently gave the King laudanum, and that after supper 
they said, 'We must make him go to bed ; and that, as he 
went out of the room, Brandt used to kick him. If true, 
all three ought to have been shut up as mad people. Nor 
do these;^ accusations agree with the King’s endeavouring 
twice or thrice to get to the Queen, especially tjie day of 
Struensee’s execution. It has been said that, whW the 

* Most of the public journals of the knights ; and ev^ry person of distinc- 
time state that the Bishop of Osnaburgh Uon in town was present, without ex- 
(Frederiok) was installed on this occa- ception. When Lord North was in- 
sion, with Sir Horace Mann, Sir W, ^ vested with the Garter, a few days later, 
Draper, Sir W. Hamilton, and eleven he celebrated the occasion by giving, 
others- At night, as was then the . at his official rosidenoe in Downing- 
custom on these occasions, a magnificent street, an entertainment of such splon- 
ball was given oi the Opera-house, fol- dour that London talked of it for a fort- 
lowed liy as magnificent a supper. The night.— D, 
whole was at the expense of the n^w 
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conspirators forced the King to declare to the people from 
a balcony his assent to what had been done, Rantzau ^ood 
behind him with a dagger, to awe him. This is as little 
probable on the other side. Rantzau and two more of the 
leaders lie by turns in the King’s bedchamber. If half 
that is said -of the Queen is true, the Queen Dowager, who 
saw children yearly born to the prejudice of her own son, 
and who could not well believe them lagitiraate, had cause 
to countenance the revolution ; aftd yet it is believed she 
had no more hand in it than lending her name. 

On the 18 iJA, Frederick Lord North, First Lord of the 
Treasury, and eldest son of Francis Earl of Guilford, 
was made a Knight of the Garter, alone. It had long been 
promised to him, and when the Duke of Saxe Gotha died 
in the preceding winter the King confirmed the promise ; 
but Lord Chesterfield’s death being expected, his Majesty 
wished to keep his uncle’s garter for one of his own sons, 
and give that which had been worn by a subject to Lord 
North. He was assisted in this delay by the Court of 
Gotha, who deferred sending over the riband — some 
said from discontent, because the pension which the late 
Princess of Wales had paid to her brother was not con- 
tmued to his successor — others from a dispute between two 
Gothan lords, each of whom wished to bring it. Hence 
many pennons concluding the King unwilling to give the 
Order A) Lord North, his Majesty, to silence those rumours, 
conferred it on him. It was a singular honour in this age. 
It was not usual to give a single garter, but to wait till 
two were vacant ; yet this King had not adhered to that 
custom. Sir Robert Walpole was the only commoner who 
had had the Garter since the reign of Queen Elizabeth,® 

^ Lord Palmerston is tho only commoner who is now a member of this order. — D, 
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and no son had had it in the lifetime of his father since 
the ,Earl of Ossory, son of the Duke of Ormond, in the 
reign of Charles II., nor before him since the time of 
Henry VIII. 

At this time happened an affair of great consequence, 
and that threatened national mischief. One Eordyce, for- 
merly clerk to a banker, had become a banker, and was 
exceedingly countenanced by his countrymen. He plunged 
intcAall manner of exp’ense and extravagance, and added 
tbat'^ dangerous vice of gaming in the stocks, hazarding the 
property of his partners, and of all that had placed money 
in his hands, and borrowing from all quarters. He lost in 
the Alley, and blew up, failing for two or three hundred 
thousand pounds. Scarce the bubble of the South Sea occa- 
sioned greater consternation. One of his partners shot 
himself ; another man, ruined by him, drowned himself; a 
third flung himself out of window and broke his limbs. The 
Aldermen Glynn and Halifax were declared bankrupts in 
the ‘Gazette.’ Drummond, a great banker, was near 
failing. The Bank lent Sir George Colebrook 190,000?., 
or he had failed too. The brothers Adam, undertakers 
of the Adelphi buildings, were ruined. The Dukes of 
Queensberry and Buccleuch and Archibald Douglas 
offered their estates to the Bank of England for security 
for the Bank of Edinburgh. Indeed that Bank had waded 
very deeply into circulating a prodigious number \)f their 
own notes ; and all this revived great clamour against the 

Scots. It was feared there Would be a run on the Bank 
* # 

of England itself as soon as the Dutch should learn the 
news. Thus did one rascal shake the mighty credit of 
such a nation as Great Britain. Ijfor will twenty years 
perhaps rejno\e the prejudice that men will contract against 
bankers. Who can like to ‘venture their property being 
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gamed for by men. they trust, without knowing it is gamed 
for? 

A most extraordinary scene was also acting at this mo- 
ment on the theatre of Europe : the^ Emperor, the Czarina, 
and the King of Prussia had ^eed to divide Poland 
among themselves, except a small part, which, to indemnify 
the King of Poland for all the rest of his dominion, they 
intended to bestow on him as an hereditary kingdom ; and 
to satisfy the Czarina with less of Poland, they proposed 
to'oblige the Grand* Signior to sacrifice to her as much of 
^e conquest she had made on 'him as would answer that 
end. In this combination, for which there was no title but 
the law of force, were two remarkable circumstances — one, 
the indifference with which the Apostolic Empress-Queen 
of Hungary abandoned the Popish confederates, against 
whom the Czarina had protected the Protestant dissidents ; 
so that the murderous Eussian princess was true to her 
religion, and the pious Austrian faithless to hers. The 
other circumstance was more remarkable, because the bad 
are often zealous, and the devout often insincere. But 
great empires are seldom treated withrthe lowest contempt ; 
and since Cardinal Kichelieu, Prance had cestainly not 
been contemptible. The humiliation of Louis XIV. was 
but the reverse of a great monarch’s fortune ; and if he had 
been insolent in prosperity, he at least maintained dignity in 
the miftst of his calamities. Now the three associated powers 
did not even deign to notify their association and plan to 
the Court of Versailles. The Enipress-Q^een, who had 
entered into the Family Compact, seemed to forget she had 
such an ally as the King of France. That monarch’s new 
Ministry had indeed at the bnd of last year sent a reinforce- 
ment to the confederates^ — so ridiculous a reinforcement 
that no wonder it drew contempt ; it consisted solely in 
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twenty officers. Viomenil, a lieutenant-general, who led 
theip, was taken* prisoner, and sent home. But if Louis 
and his Ministers were treated with ignominy, his late 
Minister, Choiseul, had cause to triumph. The slight put 
on his master was a compliment paid to him. Kaunitz, 
Prime Minister to the^ Empress-Queen, was* intimately 
connected with Choiseul, and had incited his mistress to 
protect him. Their ill success was returned by this league 
with ^o^princes the most obnoxious to the Court of 
France, the Czarina and the King of Trussia. 


SUPPLEMENT. 


' London, June 10, 1772. 

Yesterday came on in the Court of King’s Bench, the long-expected 
cause between Mr. Alderman Townsend and the collector of the 
land-tax. Lord Mansfield had appointed the trial for nine o’clock 
precisely, but he delayed it till near eleven, waiting for the 
Attorney-General, who did not attend. The cause was opened by 
Mr. Davenport, after which Mr. Serjeant Glynn addressed the jury, 
and informed them that in common cases it was the custom to con- 
tent themselves with proving the trespass, and then leave the justi- 
fication «Df it to the defendant ; but he said the present case required 
a farther discussion from him ; that it was an important constitu- 
tional point upon which the valuable rights of the whole nation 
depended. He said he was directed by his client, Mr. Toynisend, 
to conduct the cause as its importance demanded ; that, therefore, 
he should waive all the informalities in the collector’s proceedings. 
He would admit him likewise to be collector, and that he was 
autjiorised by fSie Commissioners ; that the single grouild of his 
pleading would be that the Commissioners thehaselves were not 
authorised ; for that a House of Commons legally chosen by the 
people are alone empowered to levy taxes in this country ; and he 
said he insisted, and would prove by evidence, that the persons who 
passed the Abt of Parliament (under which the collector had seized 
Mr. Townsend’s hay) were improperly called a House of Commons, 
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because they were illegally and defectively constituted. He said 
that tathe making of all laws, and the levying of all taxes, it* was 
formerly necessary that every freeholder should assent individually, 
and especially before a tax was to be levied the constituents were 
formerly first referred to, because they *were to consent to what 
they were to pay. Custom and usage, he said, had now made it 
common for •the representatives in Parliament to speak for the 
people, and this was considered the same as the consent ol*the 
people, because they were freely chosen by the people for that 
purpose ; and after every election a formal letter of attorney (the 
indenture) is always given by the electors to the person they have 
chosen. He said that this implied consent of the people by their 
representatives depended entirely on their having the free choice of 
their representatives ; for that if their freedom of choice was in- 
vaded the reference and implication was destroyed, and the people 
would no longer have any the least consent in the making of laws 
or levying of taxes ; but that their lives and their property would 
bo absolutely at the mercy of any set of men who should call them- 
selves a Parliament, corrupted by the revenue and supported by 
the troops of a wqak or a wicked tyrant. He said that this, as far 
at least as it related to representation, was the case with th,e pre- 
sent persons who call themselves a House ; for which, he said, as 
they were not chosen, so neither are they acknowledged, by the 
people. The county Middlesex, ho said, was not represented ; 
that one of the members legally chosen by the county had been 
forcibly and illegally excluded, and another person as illegally and 
forcibly substituted in his room. Mr, Glynn *then gave a very 
striking account of the absurdity and impudence of Mr. LuttrelTs 

pretensions, and of the infamy of our , and his abettors s^d 

accomplices. He said, the present pretended House of Commons 
had superseded the election of the county by an unwarrantable reso- 
lution of . their own; and had by so doing seized into their own 
hands, and for their own use and emolument, the birthright of all 
the people of England. He proved in the clearest manner t^at the 
pretence of Mr. Wilkes’s incapacity does not exist in the law ; and 
that the people’s right of representation is less than a name, if the 
House of Commons has an indefinite power of expulsion. Mr. 
Glynn said he would produce unquestionable evidence to the points 
on which ho had rested the merits of his cause, notwithstanding that 
he thought it unnecessary, because the facts were so notorious and 
so well known to the jury themselves, that they could of their own 
knowledge, agreeably to the laws of the land, give a verdict for the 
plaintiff even without any evidence. 
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As soon as Mr. Glynn Lad finished his speech, and was directing 
the Evidence to he called, Mr. Wallace, the King's counsellor, pro- 
duced a printed paper, which he said was the Act of Parliament by 
which the collector levied the tax. As for the objection that had 
been made by Mr. Glynn relative to the seat of one of the members, 
or of the legality of the Parliament, he said the courts of West- 
minster-Hall had no power to determine. 

Lord Mansfield then rose and said that he perceived Mr. Glynn 
wanted that court to retry the Judgment of the House of Commons 
touohifc the case of the Middlesex election ; “ that is,” said his Lord- 
ship, ‘‘Ke wants to prove that the Legislature is dissolved, and that 
all the Acts ol Parliament made since the year 1769 are void. The 
evidence which Mr. Glynn wants to produce is not by law admis- 
sible, and I will not suffer it to be given. Gentlemen of the jury, 
you will find for the defendant.” The clerk then hurried over the 
form and said, “ Gentlemen of the jury, hearken to your verdict, 
&c. ; you find for the defendant, and so you say alL” Whereupon 
one of the jury, Mr. Long, said that he did not consent to that 
verdict. This dissent caused some embarrassment to Lord Mansfield, 
which he soon got over by saying, “ Gentlemen, you are sworn to 
give a.verdict according to ’^e evidence ; now no evidence has been 
produced to yon against the defendant, therefore you must find for 
him. You cannot try facts by notoriety , that is not law ; you must go 
by the evidence, and you have heard no evidence ; you must find 
for the defendant,” The jury acquiesced, and by their tameness 
proved that the Scotch Lord Mansfield treats an English jury as they 
deserve. 
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JULY. 


On the was determined the scrutiny for new Sheriffs, 
when Alderman Oliver and one L'ewes, the popular 
candidates, appeared to have a very great majority against 
Pluinbe, set up by the Court faction in the City. Cap- 
tain Allen, the now ringleader of the anti-Court mob, 
harangued the Livery two or three times on this occasion, 
and, about the same time, he beat one Kelly in Vauxhall 
Garden for having given him the lie in print. This 
Kelly had been a tailor, and had become a playwright, and 
scribbled much* abuse against th^, City patriots in news- 
papers.^ 


' Walpole speaks sneeringly of Kelly, 
probably because the latter had spoken 
severely, in his Thespis, of Walpole’s 
friend Kitty Olive 

" undamn'd with any casual part 
Of Clive's weak head, or execrable heart.’* 

Kelly was at this time about thirty years 
of age. He had not been a tailor, but 
a steymaker, to which honest occupa- 
tion he had been bound in Ireland by 
his father, man of good faihily, but 
small means. Hugh Kelly feiiled in 
London as a master in the above voca- 
tion. The poor Irishman might have 
taken to the road, but he preferred the 
employment he found in an attorney’s 
office. It is likely, and deplorable enough, 
that his necessities being stronger than 
his principles made of him a venal 
writer. The democrats had their re- 
venge when he began to write for the 
stage. His comedy of False JDdicaoy, 
by no means a bad comedy of the sen- 
timental class, fell of itself; but the 
Wilkes party swept from the stage his 
Word to &i6 Wise, in 1770. His School 


for a^ives, of which he was not at first 
known to be the author, was produced 
in 1773, and was acted, with an admir- 
able cast, as late as 1813. Kelly wrote 
other dramatic pieces, and some poems, 
all included in the ito. volume of his 
works. After his decease, in 1777, his 
W&rd to the Wise was acted for the 
benefit of his family. Dr. Johnson 
wrote a poor prologue for it. He had 
not long before been writing speeches 
and sermons for the unlucky Dr. Dodd. 
** When they come to me,” said John- 
son, “ with a dying parson and a dead 
staymaker, what can a man d8?” In 
the best days of his London life Kelly 
resided in Gough-square, Fleet-street. 
He was then in comfortable circum- 
stances, marked by a little eccentric 
ostentation. “ He was so fond,” says 
Johnson (Boswell’s * Life,’ v. 321), “ of 
displaying on his sideboard the plate 
which he possessed that he added to it 
his spurs.” To return to Walpole : I 
may notice that Ohatterton alluded to 
V Kitty Olive in a gentler spirit than 
KeUy, but gained no more respect from 
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The failures among the bankers continued ; four more 
broSe on the .1st, and two persons, ruined by the crash, 
shot themselves. The failures were computed to amount 
to 4,000,000/. It came out now that Fordyce was rather 
the handle than the cause of this ruin. The .Scotch had 
for several years been drawing vast quantities of specie 
into Scotland by remitting bills to England ; they had 
carried thence 15,000/. a week. This had made specie 
rareahere, and had prodigiously raised their manufactures, 
and yortKquently estates. The Bank of England had 
long beheld this practice with jealousy, and were glad to 
take the opportunity of Fordyce’s gaming, villany, extra- 
vagance, and destruction, to put an end to so ruinous a 
combination.* 


Kitfy’s friend on that account. In the 
lines called ‘Advice,’ addi*essed to a 
Bristol Maria, the young poet says : — 

“ Yet when that bloom and dancing fire 
In silver’d rev’rence shall expire. 

Aged, wrinkled, and defaced ; 

To keep one lover’s flame alive 
Requires the genius of a Clive, 

With Walpole’s mental taste.” 

— D. 

® The general distress at this time 
was greater than the national charity. 
Charity sermons were delivered from 
various pulpits, but with small results. 
These very results only excited the 
jokers. As an instance I may cite an 
epigram. On nijne-and-twenty shillings 
iM^ing collected after a charity sermon 
in a chapel in Bishopsgate a copy was 
found p(.^sted on the wall : — 


So little given at chapel door ! 

This people, doubtless, must be poor. 

So much at gaming thrown away I 
hlo nation, sure, so rich as they. 

Britons ! ’twere greatly for your glory, 

Should Oiose who shall transmit your story, 
Their notions of your grandeur frame, 

Not as you give, but as you game.” 

That among the preachers of tho 
period some were either grossly incom- 
petent or grossly maligned may be seen 
in the columns of most of the news- 
papers. In one of “the latter a corre- 
^ondent declares that a clergyman to 
whose Sermon he had listened had, 
some years before, stood in the pillory 
for a crime which he does not hesitate 
to name. He was probably o^ne of the 
class of mere “ fashionable ” preachers, — 
shams in the Church, and curses among 
Christians.— P. 
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AUGUST. 


In the beginning of this month was determined an affair 
that had much agitated the Ministry ‘for some time. A 
plan had been laid before them, I think as early as in the* 
Duke of Grafton’s administration, for allowing a set of 
gentlemen to purchase of the Crown and settle lands on 
the Ohio. Thomas Walpole, bfother of Horatio Lord 
Walpole, was at their heaA but the person who had most 
credit in carrying the affair through was the famous 
Thomas Bradshaw, who had lately occasioned much con- 
versation. At this very time Bi;adshaw’s own sister was 
woman to Lady Holdemess. Their father was an out- 
lawed Irish smuggler, whose wife was protected by a lace- 
woman, whom one Michael Hatton, a toadeater of Lord 
Holdemess, married for her money, and he recommended 
the widow Bradshaw to Lady Holdemess, who made her 
her housekeeper at Sion Hill, but, the woman growing 
infirm, the daughter was taken in to assist her, and thence 
became chambermaid. It was probably interest, not want 
of liberality, that made Bradshaw leave his sister in so 
mean a situation. Miss Bradshaw had great credit with 
her lady, who was grown a particular favourite of the 
Queen,.' while Lord Holdemess was Governor of the 
Princes. Lady Holdemess had already tripped up Lady 
Charlotte Finch, ^ Governess of the children, a woman of. 

' Second daughter of Th. Fennor, I Chamberlain William Kncli, and 
Earl of Pom&et, widow o& the Vice- 1 mother of the Earl orWinchelsea. 

VOL. I. K 
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remarkable sense and philosophy, who was not disgraced, 
indeed, but half laid aside. In the mean time the King 
grew much alarmed al^ut the Prince of Wjiles, who, 
though but ten years jald, was very ungovernable. He 
was not, as Mr. Sraeet owned, suffered to see a newspaper, 
and the Bishop of Chester took true pains to keep, up the 
authority of Mr. Stone, who, though forgotten by the 
world, was, with Lofrd Mansfield, the chief director. Mr. 
^meet^wiied, in his innocent simplicity, to a. friend that 
the B|^o| of Chester had told him Mr. Stone was the 
man that tliey ought all to look up to. 

Lord North was thought to be no friend to the above 
land-scheme in his heart, though he would not oppose it ; 
but the Earl of Hillsborough, who at first had much ap- 
proved it, had latterly set himself to impugn it violently, 
and had even persuaded the Board of Trade to represent 
strongly against it. On this the plan had been laid before 
the Council, who were unanimously for it, particularly 
Earl Gower (to please the Duke of Grafton and Brad- 
shaw}. Lord Hillsborough was taxed with having origin- 
ally favoured the scheme, and was so weak as to plead in 
defence that he had seemed to approve it that he might 
deceive the patrons of it, and defeat it the more easily. 
This frank confession of double-dealing did not heighten 
the opinion of his Lordship‘s character or sense. He was, 
indeed, a man of more pomp than solidity, very ambitious, 
changeable, and false to his friends, clear in none of his 
ideas but in the determination of pursuing his interest, but 
always losing esteem faster than he raised his fortune. 
His. American administration had, raised him many ene- 
mies. without securing favour or benefiting either country, 
nor did hi» affectation of laborious assiduity produce any 
order or despatch. Earl Gower declared himself the 
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champion of the plan, and it came to a necessity of one of 
the two Earls quitting his office. Lord North was exceed- 
ingly alarmed, and, as usual, did not show himself a man 
of firmness. He feared the Bedford faction aimed at 
overturning him and the adramistration ; and though it 
was probable that their view was to make Lord Wey- 
mouth Secretary for America instead of Lord Hills- 
borough, and though Lord North’s own wish was to place 
the Earl of Dartmouth in that office, yet, after trying 
every method of accommodation or compromise in vain 
(for Lord Hillsborough, for private reasons that shall be 
mentioned, would not yield, though Lord Gower consented 
to give much longer time for decision ®), Lord North, in a 
panic, went to Rigby, declaring he saw the administration 
would dissolve, and proposed to give the Seals to Lord 
Weymouth — a step that would have made that party too 
formidable to Lord North in the Cabinet. Rigby, no 
firm politician, yet he saw the childishness of his fears, 
showed him that Lord Hillsborough could not influence 
any one man, told him Lord Weymouth would not take 
the Seals, and advised him to stand .his ground like a 
man.* Still Lord North made the offer to Weymouth, 
which was rejected haughtily, the latter saying he did not 
look on a third Secretary as Secretary of State. The fact, 
as his ^friends owned, was that Lord Weymouth had de- 
clared so strongly against the creation of a third Secretary 
that he could not, with any decency, accept it himself ; 


* William Le^ge> Earl of*l)artmouth. 
His mother, widow of George Lord 
Lewisham, had remained with Francis 
Earl of Guilford, Lord Norih’s father ; 
and Lord Dartmouth and Lord North 
had travelled together, and lived as 
brothers. 


® Lord North proposed to refer the 
scheme to Sir W, Johnson, in America, 
to which Lord Gower consented ; but 
Lord Hillsborough said he had gone too 
far to retract. 

* For he had even talked of resign- 
ing. 

K 2 
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but who could expect that decency would have governed 
Lord Weymouth ? At last^ on the Lord Hillsborough 
resigned, and ou the \2th was created an English earl® to 
indemnify him. As bs had a large estate in Ireland, and 
was extremely desirous of being Viceroy of that country, 
it was believed that half his discontent was feigned' iu 
order to obtain an earl’s coronet, which raised him to a 
rank proper for that dignity. With him was created an 
eark the Chancellor’s father, old Allen Lord Bathurst, 
hov^n^r ninety. He had been one of Queen Anne’s 
twelve peers, and had been fixed on by Bolingbroke, 
Swift, and the Tory party, at the beginning of George 
II.’s reign, as the person through whom Lady Suffolk, the 
King’s mistress, was to try, by asking an earldom for him, 
whether she could prevail over, or at least balance, the 
power of the Queen and Sir Eobert Walpole. The two 
latter obtained the victory, and Swift, in a rage, set out 
for Ireland. As a door to peerages was now again opened 
— though only by increase of rank, not by entirely new 
creations, which the King was hampered by too many 
promises and solicitations to begin — many renewed their 
applications, particularly Lord Holland, who was, in truth, 
very ill used by neglect. He sent his son Charles to 
Lord North, to repeat his request of an earldom, but was 
again refiised. 

There being now no other competitor. Lord North ob- 
tained the Seals for Lord Dartmouth. It was with much 
more difficulty that the latter was prevailed on to accept 
them. He was extremely conscientious and delicate of his 
honour; and though his very near connection with Lord 
North could but dispose him to wish well to the latter’s 

> The Earl of Hillsborough was raised to the rank of Marquis of Downshire in 
1789.— D. 
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administration, yet he had been so leagued with Lord 
Bockingham and that party that he made the utmost diffi- 
culty of leaving them, though they had, in, a manner, given 
up opposition, and Lord Bockingham was dying:* yet 
would not Lord Dartmouth accept the Seals till he had 
explained himself to the Marquis, and, it was said, obtained 
his consent. 


® Lord Bockmgliam survived till the voices of speculators betting on the 
year 1786 ; but the coffeehouses near chances of his living or dying before 
the Exchange were re-echoing with the the present year expired. —D* 
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In the beginning of this month came the first accounts of 
the revolution of Sweden/ where the King had wrenched 
the^power from the Senate, who thought they had bound 
hiniLin|Srmer bonds than ever. I knQW not enough of the 
facts to^specify them, nor of that nation to foresee whether 
the nobility will be able to struggle ; as, whichever gets the 
better, the people will, still remain slaves, I am pretty 
indifferent to which side the power of tyranny falls, 

Fordyce, secure from justice because secure from law, 
came over and surrendered himself. The Scots cried up 
his behaviour to the skies, and this extravagant villain, for 
a little plausible demeanour and address, and from national 
partiality, was almost celebrated as a martyr. 

16^4. At night I found on my table, when I came 
home, the following letter : — 

My dear Sir, Pavilions,* September 16th, 1772. 

I am just now too much flurried to do more than write 
you the matter of fact. The Duke has sent M. Lcgrand ® to the 
King to own his marriage, and the King is now gone to town to 
inform his Ministers that the Duke of Gloucester is urfder the 
same proscription as the Duke of Cumberland. You win, perhaps, 
wonder why we have changed our plan, but the Duke found it too 
inconvenient to go oh as we were.^ 

' This revolution was concerted with . ® At Harojpton Coui’t, where the Duke 

Praiice, which obtained from the court of Gloucester sometimes resided, 
of Spain a very large sum of money to ® He had been Governor to the Duke 
enable the King of Sweden to corrupt, of Gloucester. 

a sufficient number of adherents. Prance It was on the Duchess finding her- 

acted in this odious afilur chiefly from * ' 

hatred of the Czaiina. 
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The King must be displeased, but his behaviour has been such 
upon the occasion that we have all the reason in the world To be 
grateful to him. I must do Mr. Legrand the justice to say that 
his behaviour upon the occasion was gianly aW friendly. T his 
letter is scarcely to be read, but, as it is only for your perusal, it 
shall go. 

I am, dear Sir, 

Affectionately yours, 

Maria Gloucester. 

On this open rupture it was impossible the Duke could 
avoid seeing my brother, and so far I was glad that the 
marriage had not only been concluded without my know- 
ledge, but was even publicly owned before I had once 
seen the Duke or been consulted. I was now to determine 
what part to take, and, as the Duke was now disgraced 
and my niece oppressed, I chose the handsome part, and 
resolved to offer to incur the King’s prohijbition and pay 
my court to them. Accordingly, the very next morning, 
as early as I could, I sent a servant to the Duchess with 
this letter :® — 

Having long known. Madam, that your understanding is as 
good as your heart is excellent, I must believe that you have not 
changed a plan of conduct wliich I thought so right without having 
still stronger reaSbns for what you have done. I am very happy 
to hear that, though forced to act iinpartially, his Majesty has 
softenetl his justice with kindness. It must be my prayer, as well 
as' expectation, that your virtues will reconcile the King to you 
and ease his Royal Highness’s mind of the only pang viWch, I 
flatter myself, you will ever occasion to him. 

My wish is to pay my duty to you, Madam, immediately, and 
to the Duke, if I might be allowed that honour ; but as I think 
that would be too great a liberty to take without his Royal High- 
ness’s permission, I must hope that the kind familiarity which you 
still show me. Madam, and which I bum to return,* but restrain 


‘ Now piinted for the first time.— D. 
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?rom a proper respect, will prescribe the conduct to me which his 
Roy^ Highness and you choose I should observe, and which may 
best express the regard with which I am his and your 
Royal Highness’s 

Most faithful and most obedient, 

humble servant, 

Hobacb Walpole. 

The Duchess immediately sent me this very engaging 
an$w|r 

My dehr Sir — (N.B. You forgot those two little words with 
lines under them in your kind note to me), — I am at home now, 
and so shall remain all this mormng, and shall be very happy to 
see you ; the Duke bids me say he shall be glad to see you. 

I am ever truly yours, 

M. G. 

I went directly and found her alone ; she received me 
with the greatest kindness, and insisted on my treating her 
as familiarly as ever. The first time I saw her, in July, 
she had refused to let me kiss her hand, and embraced me. 
She told me now the Duke thought we should like better 
to talk the whole over, and then would come to me. She 
^aid they had found so many difficulties in her, situation ® 
that they could go on no longer ; that the Duke had tried 
in vain to bring the King to talk on it ; that he owed it to 
his brother 'the Duke of Cumberland to own his marriage; 
and that she could sign no paper legally, not even for 
receiving her jointure from Lord Waldegrave, but by her 
real name Gloucester ; and Apropos, she asked me«if I.did 
not approve her signing Maria Gloucester, instead of 
simply Maria, in the royal style ; for, .said she, modestly, 
“fhere was a time when I had no right to any name 

« A principal one was, that, if the I to go abroad, she must, now her mar- 
Piike^ nealth should again oblige him [ riage was known, accompany him. 
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but Maria.” She said the King had told Mr. Legrand 
that he had not thought they were married ; and on Le- 
grand’s urging the publicity of her letter to her father, the 
King said he had heard it, but did not believe what the 
servants said. He added, that, as nobody knew of this 
notification but he and Legrand, it might still remain un- 
declared, and Legrand saying that was impossible, the 
King begged the Duke would take time. Legrand went 
away, and, returning the next morning, told the King the 
Duke had taken a day to consider, but could not alter his 
resolution. The King cried, and protested he had not 
slept all night, and had not told the Queen, which seemed 
to be true, for her Majesty coming into the room just then 
he called Legrand into the garden. There he asked him, 
if he should forgive his brother, what he should say to his 
children if they had a mind to marry ill. Legrand put 
him in mind that the Marriage Bill would prevent that. 
He still talked of not seeing the Duke, though he said it 
should not be for ever : he should be miserable never to 
see that brother again whom he loved ; but he had never 
loved Harry. Legrand begged him not tc push the Duke 
too far ; he did not know what might be the consequence. 
The Opposition might bring the afiair into Parliament ; 
the Duke might resign his regiment. The King said, God 
forbid !. he could not bear that, but he did not mind what 
the Opposition could do. The Duchess said the Queen 
had owned that, when the late Princess Dowager lieard 
of ^ Diike of Cumberland’s marriage and the Duke 
of fflodcester’s danger, she had said to the King that, 
if William died, she insisted on his never forgiving 
Harry, 'though' she did afterwards forgive him herself 
before^ she died. — The Duke of CumberlancI'' had just 
been to -aee her, which she said the Duke of Gloucester 
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would return by visiting the Ducliess of Cumberland, but 
she Hid not talk directly of her seeing the latter. As-I was 
determined to be very cautious till I knew the Duke 
better, I would not advise it, though I thought it wrong 
that they did not meet. She said the Duke of Cumber- 
land had protested he 'had suffered very much for the 
three last days, though he had neVer cared about himself. 
I said, the common idea was that the King would forgive 
him i||he would give up the Duchess. “ Pho ! ” replied 
sh^ ‘^|he is eager to get back to Court, and the King has 
a letter from him to tell him so.” She said she was content 
to live in the country, and go nowhere ; she should only 
be hated if she appeared at Court. She thought the King 
now would take no notice (which I doubt), or, at most, 
forbid the foreign Ministers to visit them. The Duke, 
she said, would ' not deal with the Opposition unless the 
Court persecuted him and her. I begged her to dissuade 
him from that. I said she knew I had long been inclined 
to the Opposition (which, I believe, was one great cause 
of the Duke’s coldness to me), but that I never would 
give her advice that I thought against her interest, how- 
ever it might suit my inclinations; that she was now a 
Princess of the , blood, and that their interest was insepar- 
able from, the Crown, and that I thought they ought, by 
patience and submission, to endeavour to reconcile the 
King to them. I asked her if she approved my asking 
leave to see the Duke before I came ? She said. Yes ; 
that she had intended to bid her sister Dysart tell me to 
com^ but the Duke had said it was best to wait ana see 
if I would offer to come. This showed he thought I neg- 
lected him. I said, I hoped she knew me too well to 
suspect I ll'ould desert her in her distress ; and. I tojd her, 
at the same time, I should, desire Lord Hertford to ac- 
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quaint the King that I forbore to pay iny duty to Ibis 
Majesty out of respect, as I could not suppose the sight of 
our family would be agreeable to him just now ; that I 
could not but be sensible of the honour the Duke had 
done our family, and concluded his Majesty* could not 
expect that her own family woiild give her up. She 
approved my conduct, and I shall add jiresently the letter 
I wrote. She said the only thing that wounded her was 
to part with her children by Lord Waldegrave that she 
had struggled long, but the Duke had said he could not 
live with another man’s children; that indeed it would 
scarce be parting with them ; that she should take a house 
for them at Windsor, but four miles from St. Leonard’s 
Hill, and that she should see them oftencr than she did 
now ; that one or other of them would always be with her, 
and that she should give up for the maintenance of them 
and a proper governess the 1000?. a year she received 
for their education ; and that to her great comfort Lady 
Laura, the eldest, was old enough and reasonable enough 
to comprehend the necessity of what she was doing. She 
said whit made her most doubt the King’s forgiving them 
easily was the aversion he would have to ask of Parlia- 
ment proper jointures for her and the Duchess of Cum- 
berland. The Duke of Gloucester then came in : I knelt 
and kis.sed his hand ; he would have had me keep my seat 
on the sofa by the Duchess, which I declining, he^drew 


■ ’ "Tft King asked Legrand if the 
Duke and Duckess had any children, 
and expressed great joy on hearing 
they had not, It is very, memorable 
that the King betrayed hk own want of 
truth in that very conversation with 
Logrand, as the DucJi^S^ told ino after- 


wards, As the King read the letter, 
he said, “ I never believed they were 
married and yet, when he came to 
the words, “ I was maiTied in Septem- 
ber,” the King, said, “ That is not true, 
for ho was married in Jtdy but that 
was a mistake. 
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an arm-cliair for me, and made me sit. He entered on 
the reasons that had determined him to notify his marriage 
to the King, which were on the Duchess’s account chiefly, 
and in justice to his hrother. He was very civil, though 
a little awkward, but I believe would have been more 
flimiliar if I had not behaved with the utmost respect, 
saying absolutely nothing after I had told him how ex- 
tremely sensible I was of the honour he had done .my 
nKc|jfand the whole family, and how noble I thought his 
justiie to the Duchess. He sought several topics of con- 
versation, and asked me if the King and Queen had been 
to see my house, as he had beard they intended. I con- 
fined myself to monosyllables, that he might not think I 
assumed the familiarity of a near relation, and made a 
sign to the Duchess to know when it was proper for me 
to go away, which she would not' let me do. In a few 
minutes more the Duke, finding I would not be fi’ee with 
him, got up, and said he would go take a ride. The 
Duchess chid me for my respectfulness, and said it had 
distressed the Duke, but we should be better acquainted 
another time. I said I would conform to what • should 
find agreeable to him, but would take no liberties of my- 
self. In truth, I knew he thought me so anti-monarchic 
that any freedom at first would have prejudiced him more 
against me, as supposing I made too light of princes; but 
though I would never flatter, court, or ask a favour of 
thern'I always piqued myself) when with them, on showing 
them I knew the distance between them and me. * It were 
a want of sense and good breeding to behave otherwise. 
All I desired was to give him ,a good’opinion of me, and 
prevent my enemies fi*oin the satisfaction of thinking he 
behaved ilf to me. I asked the Duchess if she had seen 
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her father? She said, No; but she had writ to him.® I 
knevfr.she was afraid of his violence and of his giving’at- 
vice, and she did not enough conceive the great amend- 
ment in his temper. Upon the whole I was satisfied with 
her sense and conduct, and resolved to moderate whenever 
I had an opportunity, in order to reconcile the King to 
her, and soften as much as I could her fate, which, in 
truth, seems exposed to many dangers with few flattering 
appearances. For the Duke, I was sure, over-respect was 
the fault a prince would the most easily forgive ; and /or 
advice, if he should ask any, I was determined to give 
him none but the most justifiable. I owed it to him for 
his goodness to my niece, and I was resolved, if he was 
reconciled to the King, he should not have it to say that I 
had ever contributed to their being at variance ; it being 
no uncommon thing for enemies reconciled to make peace 
at the expense of their friends. It became me too to 
maintain the part I had acted, and to evince that I had 
had no hand either in the marriage or in the declaration. 
On the contrary, having once broke off the connection 
between the Duke and my niece, and never countenanced 
it, I deserved. the King’s esteem and approbation. I did 
not expect much justice on that account — and found none.® 
However, I determined to behave agreeably to the clear- 
ness of my conduct. I wrote to Lord Hertford a letter, 
which 1 meant he should show to the King, couched in 
the most respectful terms,, in which I stated m^ own 
ignorance of the marriage ' till owned, but said that. 


® The Duke, as soon, as he had noti- 
fied his marriage to the King, wrote to 
invite Sir Walpqle to St, Leo- 

nard’s Lodge, with wjbich the latter was 
contented, jint did npt go, ; 

® I mean, by his including me in the 
prohibition. I never found, so clear ^d 


been my conduct, that I was ever sus- 
pected of acting wrong in the affair, 
or that I was particularly in disgrace. 
The truth is* I took noipains to mfonn 
myself > in general I hoard it was 
thought that I was in no favour with 
the Duke. 
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concluding the new Duchess’s family could not be very 
welcome at St, James’s, I should not presume to present 
myself there without leave. _ I mentioned having waited on 
the Duke as a duty, due for the honour he had done the 
family, and to the tenderness I had always felt for my 
niece, whom were I to Abandon, I should expect his Ma- 
jesty’s own paternal affections would make him despise 
m& This letter t enclosed in a cover, in which I told 
Lo|d Hertford plainly that, if it was expected I should not 
see my niece, I was determined rather to give up going to 
St. James’s. Lord Hertford was too good a courtier,^ I 
believe, to show even the ostensible letter ; he did, in my 
name, ask whether I might go to Court and to the Duke 
and Duchess of Gloucester too. The King, according to 
regal equity, which involves the innocent with the guilty 
in offences of a family against Majesty, replied, he chose 
everybody should take their own part. Mine was soon 
taken, when the question was whether I should act with 
spirit against my interest, or dirtily to pay my court ; and 
I went no more tO St. James’s. Lord Hertford, when he 
brought me the King’s answer, said, “Well, you will 
go to Court, won’t you?” I replied, “Certainly not.” 
“ Why,” said he, “ the King will receive you very civilly.” 
“ I do not doubt it,” replied I ; “ but he may say it was 
impertinent in me to come after his prohibition, and I had 
much rather he should say it was impertinent in me not 
to come.” 

On the 25 #A the Duchess of Gloucester camfe to me. 
She and the Duchess of Cumberland had met, but in 
visits most formal and ceremonious.® * My niece asked me 


\ « Bot cautious Hertford shrinks when risks * The Duchess of Oumborland pro- 
are miiy — 1 >. posed to the Duchess of Gloucester to 
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to meet her at her sister Dysart’s at Ham, which seemed 
to mark the Duke neither intended her relations shmild 
come to him nor go to them ; and Lady Dysart afterwards 
told me he declared he came to her, not to her Lord. 
Many instances of his high spirit broke out and made me 
tremble for his wife. While she ^ was with me I showed 
her a painted pane of glass, with her and Lord Walde- 
grave’s arms. I asked her if I should have it altered and 
add the Duke’s arms too. She cried out, “Oh! he 
will not bear to have my arms placed with his.” I replied, 
“ Why, they must be on your coach.” She said. No *, 
the Queen’s arms were never joined with the King’s. I 
desired her to look at the Queen’s coach, where she would 
find they were. These symptoms of his temper did not 
make me more pleased with the match. However, I said 
nothing to her, but persuaded her to take all manner of 
ways to reconcile herself to the King, that she might 
obtain a jointure, I dreading the prospect for h^r, con- 
sidering the- precarious state of the Duke’s health, and 
shocked at what they had told me, that one reason for 
their owning their marriage had been that, as he was 
extremely in debt, he could not borrow money but on their 
joint lives. What was to become of her (should he die), 
with no jointure from him, liable to his debts, and having 
nothing but her jointure of 1000^. a year from Lord 
Walde^aye ? 


take a box at^tbo Opera together* which 
the latter declined, and said to me upon 
the proposal, with wit, ”No, I could 
not go and smell at the same nosegay 
with her in public j” alluding to King 
Usher and King Physioian in the Be- 


hearsal [Ultimately these high per- 
sonages sat far apart ; the Cumberlaiids 
ki the very centre of the grand tier, the 
Gloucesters in a side box on the second 
floor.— D*] 
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The Duchess having been obliged to part with her 
cluldren, but desirous to have them nearer, asked Lord 
H|rt%rd for lodgings for them in Windsor Castle.^ It 
seem^ extraordinary to ask for them in one of the 
King’s palaces, when the King had forbidden the Duke 
and Duchess the Court. It seemed more extraordinary 
that they should be granted ; but when Lord Hertford 
granted them, and sent his own messenger openly to the 
Duchess with his compliance, I was very sure so cautious 
a courtier had the King’s full consent. His Majesty 
acted still the utmost regard for his brother — we shall see 
whethv sincerely: his sincerity has not been his most 
shining quality. Sometimes I have thought, from several 
indirect circumstances, that the Queen kept him from for- 
giving his brother. Another boon granted to the Duke in 
the next month was coupled with a previous incident, 
that did not convince me the King’s compliance with his 
brother’s wishes flowed entirely from kindness. On the 
death of the Earl of Lichfield, a great favourite, who 
gnjoyed by the King’s gift a lodge in Hampton Court 
Park, near the Pavilions, the Duke of Gloucester sent to 
L'ady Lichfield for the keys. She could not deliver 
them, as they were given by the King, without his Ma- 
jesty’s consent She pleaded not ha,ving removed all her 
goods, and in the mean time wrote to Lady Charlotte 


The Lord Chamberlain disposes ‘uf all lodgings, but asks the King’s consent. 
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Finch, V 'ovcrness of the King’s children, to consult her 
what she hould do. The King happened to be in Ltidy 
Charlotte’s room when Lady Lichfield’s letter arrived. 
He immediately ordered her to deliver the keys to the 
Duke ; but he had, on the news of Lord Lichfield’s death, 
ofiered Lady Lichfield to continue in the Lodge, which she 
had declined. 

The next transaction in which the i)uke and Duchess 
of Gloucester appear was complicated with a great variety 
of different circumstances that must be opened, and with 
many political events, the sources of which were curious, 
though the incidents not of great moment 5 the history, 
however, I think, will not be unentertaining. 

The Duchess of Gloucester had a relation by her 
mother’s side, who, though of a good gentleman’s family, 
was an upper oflSicer to and a favourite of the Duchess of 
Northumberland. Sir Edward Walpole had neglected to 
serve this gentleman ; and as he and I shared an ofilce in 
the Customs, the Duchess ■ of Gloucester asked me to 
bestow one on her relation, or to desire Lord Hertford to 
provide for him, or General Conway to appoint him a 
supernumerary officer in the Ordnance, she offering to 
pension him till he should come into a salary. I desired 
I might serve him myself, if I should find an opportunity, 
but I did not care to apply to Lord Hertford, from whom 
I had obtained several little favours, nor did I think it 
reasonable the Duchess should so soon expect ailbther 
Irom him. To General Conway there were still stronger 
reasons against my addressing myself. He had greatly 
distinguished himself by a large, extensive, and economic 
reform of the abuses — gross abuses — in the office of Ord- 
nance ; he was the last man in the world to oveVcharge an 
office ; and he was actually at this moment going to quit 

VOL. I. L 
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his post in disgust — was this the hour in which he would 
transgress his principles ? The causes of that disgust, must 
now be detailed. 

The -King. had no sooner heard of the part Conway 
took in the outset of the Eoyal Marriage Bill than he 
wrote a warm expostulalory letter to Lord Hertford, com- 
plaining of his brother’s conduct, and reproaching the 
l^te^ with the various marks of favour he had received, 
a^ Ip^ng Lord Hertford to stop Conway’s farther oppo- 
sition to the Bill. Lord Hertford, with too much zeal, 
treated his brother too imperiously, and did but fix him 
more in his opinion, which, as I have said, he expressed 
even with acrimony. That behaviour incensed the King, 
and made him yield to a plan that had long been pressed 
-upon him, and which he constantly resisted. Conway 
having, firora excess of delicacy, declined the Mastership 
of the Ordnance, though with the King’s consent that 
he should govern that Board, though only Lieutenant- 
General, the Mastership really remained vacjint. Such 
great posts were much wanted, and both the Ministers 
that were not his enemies, and the Bed.ord faction that 
were, had often remonstrated to the King that Conway 
would neither accept the post himself, ..nor let anybody 
else enjoy it — an -assertion not ill-founded. The King 
now at once resisted no longer, and many were eager to 
strike at so favourable a moment both for hurting Conway 
and 'Irving thdr own views, Conway having often declared 
that he would serve as Lieutenant-General of the Ord- 
nance under no man but an older officer, and one that had 
served : for Lord Halifax and Lord Sandwich had been 
talked of, who, though having the rank, had never been 
militaiy mbn, but by having during the rebellion offered to 
raise re^ento which they never did raise. The Bed- 
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fords, besiaes their hatred of Conway, hoped that, if 
Conyray was driven from the Ordnance, Lord Ileitford 
might resent it and resign his place of Lord Chamherkin, 
the great object of Lord Goweris ambition, who never 
gave up hopes that, could he obtain a post about the 
King’s person, he should still become the favourite ; and 
his place of President would have just suited their other 
chief Lord Weymouth ; as if that seat of equity was never 
to be filled by a man that was sober.® Lord Hyland, 
who never lost sight of injuring Conway, and who had 
received a recent disobligation from him, set every engine 
at work to hurt him, and met with an able associate. Lord 
Mansfield. I must mention the reasons of both. O’Brien, 
a young actor, had privately married Lord Ilchester’s 
eldest daughter, niece of Lord Holland ; the family, to 
remove the disgrace from the eyes of the public, had pro- 
cured for O’Brieif a post of charge under the Ordnance in 
America. The young couple, weary of their banishment, 
had lately returned to England, nor had O’Brien had the 
precaution to ask the leave of the Board of Ordnance. 
General Conway was labouring to reform that department, 
and had ordered all the officers under it to repair to their 
posts, those in America particularly who had abandoned 
their duty. O’Brien received orders among the rest to 
return, but reftised. Conway declared he would dismiss 
him ; Xord and Lady Holland interposed, but Conway, 
inflexible when both his duty and justice to othersVhom 
he would not excuse, called upon him, was firm and turned 
out O’Brien.® 


* Earl Gianville, the Earl of North- 
iugton, and Earl Gower, were notorioTis 
drunkards. 

® The ex-actor occupied his enforced 
leisure by writing for the stage. On the 


same night, December 8, 1772, he pro- 
duced his comedy of The Dud at 
Drury-lane, and his comedietta^ us it 
would now be called, of Cross Pif,rpos^8 
at Covent-garden. The former is an 

L 2 
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It happened that at this very period Lord Mansfield 
■wished to bring his nephew Lord Stormont, the Minister 
at Vienna, to be ambassador at Paris; but a place was 
wanting to accommodate Lord Harcourt, if recalled from 
France, and the place that Lord wanted "was the Vice- 
toyalty of Ireland, a post long destined for him had the 
Ministers known how to satisfy Lord Townshend. Con- 
conduct on the Marriage Bill smoothed all these 
(Hffipftties, and Lord Mansfield, who loved to whisper 
arbitrary counsels, and who personally resented Conway’s 
opposition to a Bill his Lordship had drawn from the 
sources of the Star Chamber, was not slow to gratify his 
two passions — despotism and the Scottish interest. Con- 
way, it is true, was Lord Stormont’s intimate friend ; but 
when fear did not check Lord Mansfield no other principle 
could. 

It might be asked how Lord Townshend’s satisfaction 
happened to prevent an arrangement sooner. He had 
disgusted Ireland and drawn on himself universal con- 
tempt. Proud, insolent, sarcastic, ill-tempered, and ill- 
natured, stooping to the lowest ’ buffooneries, and debasing 
the dignity of Government; defying Opposition, which 
almost all his life he had practised, and avowing that he 
trusted! to corruption alone for success, though at the same 
time he exercised the most hard and unjust persecutions ; 
from a squanderer become penurious, when generosity, at 
least ostentation, might have balanced Soiue part of his 
unpopularity ; having incurred suspicions of a "want of 


adaptation of the Fhiloiojphe Bans le sa- 
v^r, in which •Baptiste, ain^<, has de- 
lighted many of ou^lves, as Jl^rrydid, 
in London, many of our fhtheis. >The 
J?uel foiled through the mawkish, sen- 


timental scenes which the adapter 
worked in, at the snggestioh of some 
of his nohle relatives, who spoiled his 
plajr, but made him pecnimry cohipen- 
sation, it is said, for hisill-forttme.—I); 



1772. 


LOBD TOWNSHEND. 


149 


bravery which had been but surmised before by those who 
best.knew him. He had been suspected at the conquest of 
Quebec/ and on his intended duel with Lord Albemarle 
in 1760. In Ireland he refused a challenge from Dr. 
Lucas, to wipe out which imputation he waited a week at 
Dublin to give time, now he was a private man, for any 
one to call him to account that wanted satisfaction. Mr. 
Kochford, a Son of Lord Belvedere, (fid actually challenge 
him for having complained to his father of his (Mr. Jloch- 
ford’s) absenting himself from the House of Commons on 
an important question. Lord Townshend denied the 
charge, but, that not contenting the young gentleman, he 
obliged Lord Townshend to disavow the charge under his 
hand, which did not add to the reputation either of his 
wisdom in staying to be challenged or of his courage. A 
Captain Montgomery, whose vote he had obtained by 
promising him his support in relation to a post in his 
borough, finding Lord Townshend had engageci the Privy 
Council to represent against it to England, challenged 
Lord Townshend, and forced him to make him amends. 
A Captain Osborn, of disordered intellects, challenged 
him after he came to England ; Lord Townshend de- 
ferring immediate satisfaction, though promising it. Os- 


* See the index to Walpole’s ‘ Me- 
moirs of George IH.’ for references to 
Townshend, whom Walpole treats un- 
fairly. Bancroft (* Hist, Amer. Eeyol.,’ 
i. 384), treating dispassionately -of the 
affair at Quebec, says, after describing 
the fall of Wolfe and the wounding of 
Monckton,— “ The next in command, 
Townshend, brave, but " deficient in 
sagacity and attractive power, and the 
delicate perception of right, recalled 
the troops from the pursmt, and ’Vyhen 
Do Bougainyille a]jpeared in view de- 
clined a contest with a fresh enemy; 


hut already the hope of New France 
was gone.” Townshend does not throw 
off BO successfully other tssertiona 
against him. Wolfe sent to the Secre- 
tary of State an able letter, explanatory 
of his intended movements at Quebec. 
Charles Townshend maintained that this 
was the production of his brother. When 
the latter, however, transmitted to the 
Secretary a blundering narration of the 
battle itself, Selwyn asks: “Charles, 
if your brother wrote W*olfe’s letter, who 
wrote your brother George’s ?”-~D. 
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born sent him word he would horsewhip him wherever he 
met him. 

There seemed to be but little cause for hesitating to 
remove Lord Townshend, and there was a private reason 
which made many men admire how the King continued 
to treat him with any indulgence. He had owed his 
favour at Court to Lord Bute’s protection, to whom he 
ha(Lbeela devoted ; but^ whether from caprice or jealousy, 
he |»¥||treated his Secretary, Sir George Macartney, the 
husWnI' of Lord Bute’s favourite daughter, with such 
venomous tyranny that the House of Bute spoke of Lord 
Townshend^as the most imgrateful of men, and the last 
deserving countenance or lenity. Two motives congenial 
with the ruling spirit of the Cabinet — despotism and pusil- 
lanimity — concurred with Conway’s indiscretion to save 
this worthless man, who had been on the point of being 
dismissed to gratify the Butes, with nothing but the com- 
mand of a regiment of foot. The arbitrary manner with 
which he had governed and insulted Ireland had softened 
the King’s heart. Joseph gained the favour of Pharaoh 
hy buying their liberty of the Egyptian^ for bread. At the 
same time it was apprehended that Lord Townshend, if 
disgusted) would be tiroublesome in the House of Lords — 
a panic very ill founded. He was a coarse but ungracious 
speaker ; in difficult times, and in the House of Commons, 
where bitterness does the work of eloquence, and where his 
affectation of patriotism had lent him popularity, he had 
sometimes carried weight ; the decency and silence of the 
Lords were not ' suited to recommend his ill-tempered 
attacks, nor, had he reverted to patriotism, was it a 
weapon their Lordships respected. Bnt when fear had 
gone forth, &e Court was not apt to weigh whether it was 
founded, and, before the end of the session, it got wind 
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that Conway was to be punished, that Lord Townshend 
was to be Master of the Ordnance, Lord Harcourt” to 
succeed Him as Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, Lord Stor- 
mont to be Ambassador at Paris, rand Sir Eobert Keith, 
for his Danish services, to be Minister at Vienna. 

Lord Townshend was by no means pleased at being de- 
throned, and tried every method to preserve his station ; 
but finding his fete decided, accepted the Mastership of 
the Ordnance. I will say no more of him, but that 
at his giving up his government he affected a delay of 
eight days, to give time, when become a private man, 
to those who resented any part of his behaviour to call 
him to account ; but Dr. Lucas, who had challenged him, 
was dead. 

Conway was still more hurt than Lord Townshend ; for 
though the affront was only indirect, and that the King 
affected to suppose he -might remain subordinate in the 
ofiice, as he might, if he pleased, there having been several 
precedents of elder ofiicers acting under great lords, yet 
Conway knew what was meant, and was too scrupulous on 
the point of honour to relinquish the declaration he had 
made, of not acting under a junior soldier, though to Lord 
Townshend he had no personal objection, the latter having 
quitted the post to Conway in a very obliging manner 
when he wfis named to the Lord-Lieutenancy. Nor was 
the meditated blow, what* wounded Conway most sensibly. 
He had conceived a passirax for his office, had afready 
made great prb^ss in improving it, and had flattered 
himself with acquiring much renown firom the foot on 
which he memit to place it. It was even his plaything 
and passion v and he who had not borne with patience the 
details of the Secretary’s office, though the sphere of im- 
portant business, was indefetigabie in all the minute though 
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necessary drudgery relating to the service of the artillery 
anS all its branches. 

I, who felt the damage done to his fortune, the greater 
danger that would hang over it, and who could not 
bear the triumph of his enemies, though I was sensible 
how rashly he had drawn the tempest on himself, could 
with difficulty command my vexation : determined, how- 
ever, to repair the fruits of his imprudence, I affected to 
a^e^ indifferent to the event, and to speak of it as a mark 
of d^’ace that Mr. Conway could not but have expected 
to receive. In the mean time I left no method untried to 
remedy or Stop the evil ; and fortune, as usual, befriended 
me more than either my art or industry ; while, as usual, 
Conway, and those from whom I expected the most faci- 
"lities, contributed little to second my endeavours. 

I began by representing to Lord Hertford that it would 
prove he had little credit with the King when he could not 
save his brother from this affront. He broke out— told 
me the pains he had taken to reclaim his brother before it 
was too late— talked of being head of the family, and that 
his brother ought not to traverse his views — and that if 
Mr. Conway expected favours from Court he must conform 
to the King’s pleasure, and that his brother must take the 
consequence of his behaviour. I said calmly, but firmly, 
that Mr. Conway owed nothing to his Lordsljip, but that 
his Lordship had owed everything to Mr. Conway, who 
mad^ him Lord-Lieutenant df Ireland, and Lord-Chamber- 
lain : the first he could not deny, but said Lord Chatham 
.made him Lord-Chamberlaim I replied. Yes, to make 
room for Lord Bristol ; and that yet tfOrd Chatham would 
not have made him ihh one unless he had found him the 
other. I 'touched gently on Mr. Conway’s conscientious- 
ness and scruples, and hinted that Lord Hertford can ied 
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his acquiescence with the King s will farther than perhaps 
was jpstifiable ; and yet I owned Mr. Conway was in fhe 
wrong to expect favour on different terms from what every- 
body else bought it, when it was in effect what was stipulated 
by the Court. It was from that consideration that myself 
would accept no favour from the" Court, as I understood 
the conditions that would be implied,^ and with which I 
would not comply. Conway, in a virtuous age, would have 
had a right to expect the honours and emoluments of his 
profession, though he should obey the dictates of his con- 
science — as a man that knew the world, he could not 
expect them ; but his case was harder than mfoe, who did 
not want the smiles of the Crown ; his whole fortune de- 


pended upon them. I bade Lord Hertford apprehend the 
Opposition, who would foment Mr. Conway’s disgusts, and 
might provoke him to resign his regiment, or forfeit it as 
he had done before by farther hostilities. In short, I 
omitted nothing to engage Lord Hertford to prevent the 
blow, or procure an indemnification for his brother ; and it 
is but justice to the elder to say, that, though he did not 
love to ask favours for others which might interfere with 
those he wished for himself or his children; though he 
shuddered at dropping a harsh or unpleasant word to 
King instead of uLg a firmness that alone made impres- 

tboush I-rd Hertford repug. 

minoe 'to solicit Lord North, goveromg huusdf by thrt 

ruling humour of his Majssty.tW 

to L mnt Mmsterwas mi Ur Majes^ s 

■■ tte ■■). sfll W Lord Herfori 

b' sugared «y, -“d I 

fallen, contrary to his expectation, did eittues y P 

the King’s ™tb, sue for reparation, -td-® ““ 'f” 
once negotiate with Lord North for intercession. On the 
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of June Lord Hertford went so far as to ask the King if it 
wSs impossible for his brother to be restored to his favour ? 
—and the King, with great good-humour and forgiveness, 
replied, “,No, not if you advise it.” Lord North, who had 
never had any cause to be partial to Mr. Conway, who 
had <juitted the Cabinet Council (not from disliking him 
but the Bedfords) on Lord North’s becoming Minister, and 
w^ first had taken personally, though erroneously, to 
hi|ss^ Comyay’s warmth on the Kpyal Marriage Bill, 
—Lord North, I say, had still a high opinion of Conway’s 
virtue and abilities \ and though he thought him a woful poli- 
tician, frod*his scruples, he had often, on former attempts, 
resisted any endeavours to remove him from the Ordnance. 
When he found the King enraged and decided, it could 
not be expected Lord North would, unapplied to by Con- 
way, stem the torrent for him, and thence offend the King. 
Yet his Majesty, before the end of June, relaxing so much 
farther still, to please Lord Hertford, as to allow him to 
speak to Lord North, and see what could be done to keep 
Mr. Conway in the Ordnance, or procure him an equiva- 
lent, Lord North embraced the motion with joy i and 
though he frankly owned he did not see how it was pos- 
sible to set aside Lord Townshend, when the King had 
voluntarily offered -him the Ordnance, and he had accepted 
it, yet he promised to search for or promote any other 
method of contenting Mr. Conway. The great diffi- 
cult/ of all was to content Conway himself. He doted, 
as I have said, on the Ordnance; he would hear of no 
equivalent — said he had declared he would resign it if 
superseded, and would not unsay his resolution — would 
not bear to hear of interce^ions made for him-r-would not 
accept anything else. This alarmed me; for all his lan- 
guage WRS that of a man injured, not of one that endea- 
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vours were using to soothe. I tried to find expedients, 
and proposed that^ instead of the Ordnance, a marquisate 
or the Garter, two objects of his ambition, or one of the 
raiments of Guards, on the approaching death of Lord 
Tyrawley, should be promised to Lord Townshend, or a 
Garter to Lord Harcourt, instead of Ireland ; but though 
I prevailed on Lord Hertford to mention these compro- 
mises to Lord North, there was not 'disposition enough to 
pacify Mr. Conway at such high prices. The King would 
not let Lord North dispose of principal regiments, or know 
how he himself designed to dispose of them. Peerages, 
despite! endless promises, were not to be given but on great 
emergencies, and Lord Townshend was no longer in that 
or in the predicament of favour ; and for Lord Harcourt 
an early Garter was designed. Thus, though pardoned by 
the King, and supported by the Minister, I despaired of 
Conway’s obtaining an indemnification, or indeed of his 
accepting it, could it be found. Silence and patience on 
my part waited for a more favourable moment, and chance, 
before the middle of October, presented two at once. 

By little and little, and by ranging on my side his wife, 
who did not admire the approaching diminution of their 
income, I had softened Conway’s mind so far as to make 
him bear the mention of an equivalent. In the interim 
Lord Albemarle was known to be in a hopeless state of 
health : he was Governor of Jetsey ^ on that I fixed my 
eye, and Lord Hertford, and other friends of Conway, 
hinted it both to the King and Lord North. The latter 
asked if it was sure Conway would accept it. I sounded 
him at a distance* and.j though he spoke very dubiously, I 
ventured to take upon me to answer he Would. In the 
mean time happened the declaration of the Duke of Glou- 
cester’s marriage with my niece, and the King’s prohibition 
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of their being visited. With Conway’s partiality for the 
Duchess,® I feared he would visit her, which would have 
blasted his fortune for ever. His brother, who would have 
prevented it by all «neans if he could, was unluckily, or 
perhaps luckily, out of town, for Conway was jealous of 
his brother’s too greaf eagerness to make him a courtier ; 
he knew I was more tender of his honour; yet I own 
£n t^is occasion, in which he would have staked his fortune 
aga%st a romantic visit of ceremony, I did again take upon 
me to tell him abruptly, before he could reflect, that it 
would be madness, when a great favour from the King was 
soliciting for him, to throw it from him for a punctilio of 
form ; and I engaged and promised to take the blame of 
his neglect to the Duchess of Gloucester, and reconcile her 
to it. Briefly, he followed my advice ; it was, I think, on 
the 20th of September. Lord Albemarle died on the 
12th of October. The, King was delighted that Conway, 
who had opposed the Marriage Bill, should yet not attach 
himself to the Duke of Gloucester ; ® and Lord North pro- 
posing it, his Majesty immediately consented to give Con- 
way the Government of Jersey. Conway came directly 
to me to consult whether he should accept it. I would 
not le^ him hesitate a moment. I told him the agreeable 
manner in which it was ofiered, pressed upon him, doubled 
the favour ; that, though inferior in profit, it was more 
agreeable than the Ordnance ; governments are never. 


® They were first cowsinsj once re- 
moved: her grandinother, Lady Wal- 
pole, and his mother, Lady Conway, 
were own sisters. 

* Conway himself assigned a very 
substantial reason for not offending the 
King by attending the Puke of, Glou- 
cester. Ail colonel of the Blues he had 
personal conferences with the King, If 


the King forbad those who waited on 
the Puke to appear before him, could 
Conway, consistent with his duty and 
charge, violate the order or abstain from 
St. James’s? Kobody, I suppose, will 
say he should have resigned his regi- 
ment in order to make a pliant com- 
pliment where he had no obligations. 



1772. 


CONWAY GOYERNOE OF JERSEY. 


J57 


can hardly be, taken away; the Ordnance, a most preca- 
rious tenure — he had even given it up when many prece- 
dents were against him ; that he could expect no reparation 
if he declined this ; and would add a still more disagreeable 
situation to that in which he already was — for what could 
he do ? Could he, would he, be pleased to be ousted from the 
Ordnance ; if he was not, would he act j^ealously with the 
Court ? — or could he oppose when the King had offered to 
make him all the amends in his power ? He yielded, went 
to Court, and accepted the Government, which the King 
gave him with every accompaniment of grace that he could 
mix with the boon. The Bedfords, who were dispersed 
in the country, and had not got the least intelligence of 
our views, nor of the circumstances that had contributed 
to realise them, were far from concealing either their sur- 
prise or anger with equal temper. 

The Duchess was hurt at General Conway’s not waitirfg 
on the Duke and her, and suspected that Lord Hertford 
had been officious at procuring the general prohibition, of 
which he was very innocent. As they were both so nearly 
related to her, she wrote to expostulate with me on their 
behaviour, when I happened to be seized violently with the 
gout, which she did not know. I justified Lord Hertford, 
and took the whole blame of General Conway’s absence on 
myself, as I had promised him, and as was true. I had 
written a long minute account of this affair, but have torn 
it out of this book, only leaving the Duchess’s reply, to 
show that, though she was warm, her heart was excellent, 
tender, and most easily reconciled, and that her style was 
charming — 

St. Leonards, Sunday evening. 

My dear Sir, — for I will call you so, though you have Madamed 
me up to ,the highest heavens. Your letter grieves me because I 
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you have taken mine wrong. I was hurt with Lord Hert- 
ford’s conduct ; and when a thing strikes me, I am too honest to 
conceal it I never could look favourable upon Lord Hertford 
whilst I believed those reports ; and I cannot look grave upon any 
one without ^ving a reason. My author I will not tell, but my 
author is a good one. The message from you to Jhe King could 
not cause the foreign Ministers to be forbid visiting the Duke, 
after having had no message for abt weeks. . This I only mention 
to slmw you that I <Sannot accuse you, however willing you may be 
to tefe ^ I am at dinner, therefore am not very explicit ; but I 
choo^ to send an immediate answer, because I see you are much 
hurt, and I should be very sorry to be the cause of an unnecessary 
moment’s pain to one I have such a real regard for. 1 had rather 
find Lord Hertford innocent; but although I may have wrote when 
I was too warm, your usual candour, however partial to him, will 
make you grant that I have reason to be hurt, though he may only 
have been officious. As to General Conway, perhaps what I said 
of him had better have been omitted ; but you know I am blessed 
with Walpole hastiness; -and it did appear extraordinary that he 
(just at the time I heard of his brother’s conduct) accepted of so 
trifling a compensation for what to the world appeared great 
injuries, and of which he complamed as such. 

However, I am sorry I have ^ven you any pain, but hope you 
will not be a real suflerer by it ; and if you will thmk no more 
about it, no more will I. I am not vinffictive ; I have vented 
myself to you, and had rather think for the best than the worst ; 
and, if you please, here it shall drop. But whether you will or not, 
I will still subscribe myself, 

Most affectionately yoim, 

Maeu Gloucestoe, &a- 

To this I sent the following answer : — 

Strawbeny Hill, Oct. 27, 1772. 

I thank you extremely, my dear Madam, for your answer to 
my letter, an^ for the permisrion of concealing what is passed from 
the two persons in question, who, I am sure, would suffer as much 
as I have 4pne j but I had rather bear anything from my friends, and 
for my friends, than give them the pain, and the world the pleasure, 
of knowing it. , 
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I wish I had strength to add a few more explanations, 
that would he for your satisfaction, or was able to send you a letter, 
which, as far as my confused head can recollect, would be a better 
justification of the elder than all I have said ; but I am not capable 
yet of searching for it, nor can employ anybody to look for it. I 
must, therefore, wait till I am better. 

Indeed I am now so low and faint to4lay that I must stop ; and 
will take advantage, my dear Madam, of your late reproof for my 
too abundant ceremony, though nothing can’ever make me forget 
the respect I owe to the Duke of Gloucester’s wife— no, not even 
the kindness of my niece. 

I am, (fee.’ 


^ This letter of Walpole's, eud that ou the aext paee, have never before been 
printed. 
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Sttawbeny HiU, Nov. 15. 1772. 

That you have many enemies, my dear Madam, I do not doubt ; 
your merit and fortune ivill raise you numbers of such in those 
who^aive not the former, and are ^ven up to the pursuit of the 
lattei? I^es will be the consequence, as your very merit will pre- 
vent them from hurting you, were they to speak nothing but truth. 
All I take the liberty 4;o beseech of you is, not to let your own 
honest warmth and sincerity add to the number. At least wait 
till you can make your resentment felt as well as known — or, what 
is more like you, till it will be noble to forgive. You are now in 
a porition in which your every word will be weighed and, if possible, 
misinterpreted. In this country nobody escapes; and you are 
capable of being hurt till the King and Duke are reconciled. I 
know how ready you are to bear anything for the Duke’s sake, 
therefore for his' sake ^ar ill-nature ; and when your own virtue 
is so great as to be willing to waive the honours due to his wife 
rather than obstruct his Royal Highness’s return to Court, carry 
the sacrifice so much farther as not to let the malicious know you 
know them, since by that frankness you will whet their claws in 
thb only moment in which they can hiut his Royal Highness by 
keeping him from the King. 

You will say it is very fine in me to preach, who am warm and 
imprudent, like you and your father ; but that is the very reason, 
my dear Madam, why I do preach. I have felt the inconvenience 
of incautious anger, and wish my experieigce may all turn to your 
service. . 

That lies S’farm in plenty I know by ancient and recent per- 
sonal experience too. I was told two days ago that a lady said 
I had been the cause of the last full publication of your marriage, 
and that the King believed so. I ^d not vouchsafe to make an 
answer. You know,' Madam, better than anybody does or can, 
how true that assertion is. If the King has been told such a gross 
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untruth, I shall certainly be one of the least proper persons in the 
world to convey to his Majesty what you wish he should be tald 
of your self-denial ; yet it does you so much honour, it is such 
just gratitude to his Royal Highness, and I am so indifferent about 
myself, that I shall certainly taka care* your declaration shall be 
made known to his Majesty — ^nor have I any doubt but Lord 
Hertford will be happy to be the messenger. He knows too well 
the King’s affection for the Duke not to be sure he shall execute 
a welcome office by doing anything that may tend to a reconcilia- 
tion between the Royal brothers ; and his letter, which I have 
already mentioned to you, Madam, and which I here enclose, will 
convince you Lord Hertford could not think for one moment that 
he should make his court to his Majesty by inflaming the difference 
between him and the Duke of Gloucester. The letter, I give you 
my honour and oath ^ in the most solemn manner, is the genuine 
identic letter that I received at the time ; nor has Lord Hertford 
the most distant idea or suspicion of what he was accused, or of 
my sending you his^ letter. I do both, in justice to him and myself, 
to prove to you, my dear Madam, that I would not put your 
interests into his hands if I were not thoroughly convinced of his 
zeal to obey you. He is now in Suffolk, or shooting in Norfolk 
with my excellent nephew. As soon as I am able to see him in 
town or here, which I have not yet done, L will not lose a moment. 
I will only beg you to return me hjs letter, because, though so 
strong a vindication of him, I am. not sure he would like my 
showing it ; but the goodness of my intention must justify me. 

P.S. 21st. I wrote the above some days ago, but was in too 
much pain then, and for almost all the week since, to finish it ; 
and as Lord Hertford was not in town, nor I able to go thither, 
there was no hurry. In my teffious and sleepless nights I have 
thought this matter over and over ; and should the method you 
prescribe not succeed, I think there might be sfill more direcj and 
more efficacious ways taken ; but I know it does not become me to 
give advice, and therefore I can only show ray zeal by implicit 
obedience, which you may always depend upon, my d§ar Madam, in 
Your Royal Highnesses most faithful, humble servant, 

H. W. 

I nneant by the last paragraph that the Duchess should 
cither write to the King herself, or, which I thought 

VOL. I. M 
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would be the only method likely to he crowned with 
success, that the Duke should go to the King by surprise, 
fling himself at his feet, and ask his pardon. As he had 
never done the last, jt was at le^t due from a younger 
brother to an elder that was a sovereign. I knew the 
King’s pusillanimity, ^hich could not say wo to a man’s 
face ; and it was the only way of preventing the Queen or 
Lord Mansfield from preparing the King to resist; but 
my opinion was never asked ; and a new circumstance had 
indu»ed .the Duke and Duchess to lay aside their plan, 
and |riill| upon an approaching event, which I am inclined 
to think will rather delay than advance the reconciliation.^ 
All that was yet notified to me was, that they had changed 
their minds. This was the Duchess’s answer : — 

Gloucester Lodge, Stlnday, Nov. 22, 1772. 

My dear Sib, — I have kept your servant so long that I will not 
write a long letter. I am very sorry that you are still so HI. As 
to what I wrote to you last, it may rest for a time, as the King 
will soon be informed of my sentiments in another manner. My 
not being upon any intimate footing with the Duchess of Cumber- 
land, I still beg you will take all opportunities to say I am, and 
shall always be, civil to her ; tt is not possible I ever can be more. 
But I am running into a letter, when I only meant a cover. 

I am, my d^r Sir, 

Your most obliged and affectionate, 

Maku Gloucester, &c. 

P.S. Obwrve, we have changed the name of this place (to 
Gloster Lodge). 

The event to which I alluded became public in the 
beginning of December. In one word, the Duke of Glou- 
cester sent notice to the King that the Duchess was breed- 


Bee Walpole’s letter to Mann, Deo. 22, 1772.— D, 
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ing ; and she herself wrote to her father to inform me of 
it. Ilere, I believe, was the true reason of the Duke’s 
formal declaration of his marriage! — and here, for the 
present, I shall leave this long detail — drawn up more for 
the satisfaction of my own family than for the public, to 
the events of which I shall now return. 

The Earl of Lichfield* dying in December, the Uni- 
versity of Oxford eagerly chose Lord North for their 
Chancellor. He was a Tory, he was their iteighbour, and 
he was First Minister. The Earl of Eadnor ® presented 
himself as a candidate too, but was slighted, despised, and 
ridiculed. There was no contending against the fortune 
of Lord North ; his power would have sufficed to carry 
the election, and his moderation deserved it. 

A more important contest had a more singular issue. 
On the ordinary vacancy of the chair, Wilkes offered 
himself as candidate to be Lord Mayor of London. The 
Court set up two renegade aldermen, Halifax and Shake- 
speare. Mr. Townshend was also named, but disdained to 
canvass, or even to attend the'election. Wilkes’s firiends^ 
treacherous as Townshend had been, gave him their second 
votes, lest one of the Court candidates should be named by 
the Court of Aldermen, who, on two objects being pre- 
sented to them, may make their option. The tide ran 
violently in favour of Wilkes and Townshend, who had a 
vast majority ; yet Halifax and Shakespeare demanded a 
scrutiny ; and then as ridiculously abandoning it, Wilkes 
and Townshend were returned to the Court of Aldermen. 
The King trembled, for Wilkes hadT evidently the voice of 
the City ; Towhsheind, without his assistance, would have 

* George Henry Lee, Earl of Lioh- sioners. [The title became extinct in 
field, Chancellor of the UniveiBify of 1776 .— DJ 

Oxford, and Captain of the band of Pen- ® William Bouverie, Earl of Radnor. 

M 2 
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had scarce any votes ; and the majority of aldermen were 
-suppdsed to favour Wilkes. It was even said that Towns- 
hend, if chosen, would waive his pretensions in favour of 
Wilkes ; and his disgusting behaviour had made it pro- 
bable, Wilkes’s triumph was on the point of being cele- 
brated with every mark of exultation; but Alderman 
Oliver, the late prisoner in the Tower, who had quitted 
Wilkes for Townshend, by a deceitful finesse procured a 
Court of Aldermen before all those attached to Wilkes 
wer^as|embjed, and got ^ownshend named Lord Mayor. 
Towlishend, as if called by the City, took possession of 
the chair with arrogance and pride. Wilkes was thunder- 
struck, and, for once, angry in earnest. His rage and 
that of his partisans broke out in every kind of outrage 
against Townshend ; and Lord Shelburne, whom they sus- 
pected of having sold them to the Court, was not spared. 

Townshend’s brutality and haughtiness were the subject 
of ten thousand invectives ; and as his hot temper was well 
known, Wilkes determined to put it to the test. On the 
Lord Mayor’s day Wilkes’s mob attacked Guildhall during 
the ball at night, but did little damage. Townshend pro- 
posed to sally out with drawn swords and fall on the mob, 
but was restrained. This answered Wilkes’s purpose in 
part ; and he triumphed more by Townshend’s causing a 
few rioters to be seized and committed to Newgate, though 
die gaol-distemper raged there, and by vaunting he could 
bring the riot home to Wilkes, in the prosecution of which 
he was disavowed by his own witnesses. Parspn Horne 
was mobbed and insulted as bis chief instrument ; but the 
real advantage that flowed from thes^ dissensions accrued 
to the Court, who enjoyed Wilkes’s disappointment and 
the unpopiflarity of Townshend. The real damage was to 
the nation, which saw those who would have gone farthest 
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to stem the encroachments of the Crown divided ajid 
warring on each other. 

The peace between the Bussians and the Turks, which 
had been on the point of conclusion, was suddenly broken 
off before the end of the summer*; it was said from the 
exorbitant demands of the former — more likely by some 
secret views of Count Orloff, the Empress’s negotiator, 
confidant Minister, and paramount gallant.* This is pro- 
bable, as, on his being im mediately laid aside, though with 
enormous rewards that spoke more fear than love, the 
treaty was as suddenly renewed.® 

• The partition of Poland between that patriot legislatress 
(the Czarina), the upright legislator the King of Prussia, 
and the Emperor (the most impudent association of robbers 
that ever existed), ftirnished the second with claims equally 
just on Dantzig, where he imposed and exacted new duties 
from us and the Dutch. Our Administration did not dare 


* The fact was, that the Empess had 
ordered Orloff to give all possible faci- 
lities to the negotiation, and to accord 
all that she could with any reason con- 
cede, but not to mention their surrender 
of the Crimea till the last moment, in 
hopes that, rather than lose all she 
was willing to give up, they would yield 
that count^. fix the mean time she had 
fallen in love with a lieutenant of her 
guards, and prefeited him rapidly. 
Orloff, getting intelligence of this new 
favourite, was so impatient to get rid of 
him, that without opening on the other 
points he abruptly inade the demand of 
the Crimea ; wsis refused j broke off the 
treaty, and, getting into a postchaise, 
disguised like a courier, hurried back to 
Petersburg, announced the •rupture of 
the negooiation, was disgraced, and 
saw his rival remmn in possession. 
Thus the Empress and heip lover-mi- 
nister’s impetuosity prevent^ the con- 


clusion of so destructive a war, and was 
a now instance of what little passions 
influence the fate of kingdoms. 

* This Orloff was the individual who 
received the surname of Tschesmeski, 
for the victory gained for him at 
Tchesm^ by three English officers in 
his fleet, Elphinstone, &egg, and Dug- 
dale. The demands of the Bussians 
alluded to above included the surren- 
der to them of the fortresses of Kertch 
and Yenikale. On the refusal of tho 
Porto ensued the campaign so es^cially 
glorious to the Ottomans by their defeat 
of the Bussians at Silistria, Varna, and 
Bazardohik. The subsequent victory, 
however, of Suwarrow at Kozlidje led 
to the famous treaty of Kainardji, 
whereby Bussia gained those aids to Iho 
future destruction of the Ottoman em- 
pire which were stricken from her hands 
by the allied armies in the Crimea.— D. 
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to^ resent it, and we had no Opposition to dare, at least not 
strong enough, to call the Ministers to account.® 

But though the Opposition was so tame, and the Court 
not ready, or too much* intimidated, to be actively culpable, 
a new scene of almost qpparalleled abuses was on the point 
of breaking out. It had not been intended that the Parlia- 
ment should meet till after Christmas •, but the East India 
Company, by mismanagemenj^ or from worse reasons, and 
tkeir servants in India by the grossest crimes, had so in- 
volved their affairs, that, the Company having applied to 
the Treasury for assistance or relief. Lord North found it 
necessary to bring the whole state of the Company before 
Parliament, which was summoned to meet on the 26 th of 
November. 

The extent and intricacy of our Indian affairs are too 
ample and too obscure to be detailed and explained in a 
Journal, nor am I enough versed in them or the subject, 
were I so disposed. The histoiy of the usurpation, plunder, 
and tyrannic administration of an empire is too lai^e for 
an episode in memoirs. The books, controversial papers, 
and reports * of committees written on that matter would 
compose a library. In all probability the story will be cut 
short ; who can believe we shall long retain possession of 
ftie Indies ? It will have been ours. The infamy of our 
usurpation, and the inhuman manner in which we have 
wielded the sceptre, will be all that will remain to us ! 

On the 26 #A the Parliament met. Whether the 
Ministry intended to wrest the Government of the three 
Indian provinces from the Company, and throw them into 


• When Hams (Lord Hahnes- latter eomplaiaant ofBobl apoke of it 
bury), otur Mmiater at Berlin, announced only aa a •' euriotu 
the pe:^tion of Poland to Lord Suffolk, ^ These Beports were afterwaida unb- 
onr Miniater for Foreign Af&irs, the lishod in two large Tolnmea in folio. 
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the hands of the Crown, was not known. Whatever was 

• 

the measure in «mbryoj they set out prudently with deter- 
mining to lay open to the public the abuses committed by 
the Company or their servants. * Eichard Fitzpatrick, 
brother of the Earl of O^ory, andjiephew of Earl Gower, 
an agreeable young man of parts, dear friend of Charles 
Fox, and like him overwhelmed with gaming debts,® moved 
the Address, and dropped strong expressions against the 
dominion of the Company, which were not well taken from 
a young man of so light a character. Lord North gave 
notice that he intended to move for a Committee to in- 
quire into the affairs of the East India Company, and that 
he meant it should be a Committee of Secrecy ; and said 
it was out of respect to the Company, as there were secrets 
in their books not fit to be made public. General Bur- 
goyne, chairman of, the Open Committee, who affected 
importance, was hurt at the idea of another Committee, 
which would annihilate or render his insignificant, and 
objected to the new proposal. Lord North treated his 
Opposition with contempt ; said he did not mean to defeat 
the former Committee — that he did not intend to inquire 
into petty larceny, but - looked on the proposed Secret 
Conimittee as the cqpimencement of a great inquiry *, and 
it was voted without a ^vision. The persons chosen were 


® A month before this, Fox was pub- 
licly spoken of as having been more suc- 
cessful .at Kewmarket than had been 
the lot of many adventuierB there for 
years..., The )aewepapers oaloulate his 
winning at 28,006?. Fox is said to 
have been in partnership with Foley ; 
they had the finest stud in the king- 
dom ; and, in the phrase of the day, the 
best horses Mhagi backed by the same 
parties, “ the. knowing ones were *host 
egregiously: taken in.” Fox refused 
8000?. for hia fevourite horse Pantaloon, 


Warton, in his Satire ‘ Newtaarket,’ 
thus addresses the young legislators of 
his day, who combined the jockey with 
the senator:— 

« Go on, brave youtha, till In aome fntnre age 
Wblpa sball become the senatorial badge ; 

Till England see her thronging senators 
Meet all at Westminster in boots and spurs ; 
See the whole House with mutual frenzy mad, 
Her patriots all in leathent breeches clad ; 

. Ofbete^nottfiixes, learnedly debate, 

' And guide with equal reins a steed or state. 

V ' ' ■ ' ' —D. 
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all Ministerial: Lord Frederick Campbell; Lord Pal- 
merston ; Alderman Harley ; Kicbard Eigby, paymaster ; 
Thomas Walpole ; Nathaniel Eider ; Charles Jenkinson, 
one of the Lords of* the Treasury ; Eichard Jackson ; 
William Burrell; Einhard Fitzpatrick; John Fames; 
and Thomas Gilbert. Alderman Harley was elected 
chairman ; Lord Frederick Campbell would not act. 
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DECEMBER. 


The Company had, contrary to the inclinations of the 
Ministry, resolved to send out supervisors to India. To 
stop that measure, Alderman Harley, by order of the 
Secret Committee, proposed to the House, on the 9th of 
December, to bring in a bill to restrain the Company for 
a limited time from sending out supervisors. This was 
opposed by Dempster, T. Townshend, Sullivan, and Lord 
George Germaine, and particularly by Edmund Burke in 
a speech of exquisite wit and eloquence. He thanked Lord 
North for having assured the House that he had no hostile 
intentions against the Company, but wished to make it 
great and glorious. Three monarchs, said he, have en- 
tered Poland with fire and sword, in order, he presumed, 
to make that country also a greai and ghriom kingdom. 
He then drew an admirable picture of the two Committees ; 
the Ministry, he supposed, had said with Pope — 

“ Try what the open, what the covert yield ! ” * 

and he compared them to a wife and a mistress ; the Open 
Committee was the wife publicly avowed, but, finding her 
barren, they had taken a neat little snug one, which’ they 
called a Committee, and the motion in question was her 
first-bom. But the first-bora was adopted by 1 1 4 against 45 . 

On the \2th the Company was heard by counsel against 
the restraining bill, but it was carried by 153 to ^28. Lord 


' Essay on Man/ 
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George Germaine spoke excellently for the Court, con- 
vinced, he said, by the bad defence the Company had 
made against it — more probably by the very small minority 
in which he had foutfd himself three days before. The 
Bockiugham party had proposed, on the paucity of their 
numbers, to lie still this winter, and neither Lord Kock- 
ingham nor 'the Puke of Bichmond had come to town. 
Lord George Germaine alone, contrary to their and 
Biwke’s opinion, had pressed for action, and now deserted 
the|p. *iOn this the Duke of Richmond came post to 
town, and battled the bill warmly in the House of Lords, 
and, though in vain, made a strong protest with the Dukes 
of Portland and Devonshire, and four more Lords. That 
poor creature the Chancellor,* who was wont to mistake 
insolence for importance, telling the House that the bill 
ought not to be thrown out without hesitation, but 28 having 
opposed it in the other House, was well reprimanded by 
the Duke of Richmond, who said, last year the same noble 
person had impetuously pressed for rejecting a bill sent 
up unanimously by the House of Commons (the Presby- 
terians’ Bill) ; now his Lordship thought a minority of 28 
was sufficient reason for passing a bill. The Duke made 
another hit from an expression dropped by one of the 
witnesses, of which more will be said hereafter. But it 
was a witness at the bar of the other House that gave a 
clue to many dark and scandalous transactions. Sykes, a 
mernber, and one of the Company’s servants, who had 
made an enormous fortune in the Indies, brought one 


^ XiOrd BathuiBt. fBOis title was Lord tie was too busjrciR Other day# to see lus 
Apsley iill the death of his father in friends, and besides, the E^’s exam- 
1775, This Chancellor's Sunday levoeb pie was cited as suSojent authority, 
rather scandalised the serious people of — D.] 
his time ; but it was said for him that 
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Wilkes, an infirm, old, gouty man, as a witness in behalf 
of himself and his associates. The man was plain-spoken 
and honest. He told the House that the servants had, 
unwarranted by and unknown to the Company, levied an 
enormous tax in India, which they>,shared amongst them- 
selves ; and that Mr. Sykes had been allowed 24,000/. a 
year for hjs table. Sykes was thunderstruck, and, to 
purge his character, challenged the old man, who laughed 
at him. 

This detection of abuses had flowed from an unparalleled 
instance, I believe, of revenge triumphing over avarice in 
the breasts of opulent citizens, who are used to make peace 
rather than suffer their dearest interests to transpire to the 
public. The animosities and jealousies of the Directors 
amongst themselves, and of others, who wished to direct, 
against them, exposed that mass of iniquity, which har- 
mony perhaps might have buried in tenfold darkness. 

The year, and this first part of the session of Parlia- 
ment, ended with a new disposition of places, arranged 
solely to make room for Charles Fox at the Treasury.® 
Lord Edgcumbe,* one of the Vice-Treasurers of Ireland, 
was made to give up that opulent post, and take the vacant 
place of Captain of the Band of Pensioners, with a salary 
to make up his loss. Jenkinson, Lord Bute’s creature 


® The contemporary apologists of Fox 
maintained that' he might have had an 
important and lucrative post in Ireland, 
instead of a seat at the English Trea- 
sury Board with a poor 16002. a-year, 
but that he spiritedly preferred the ac- 
quisition of knowledge to •the emolu- 
ments of office. His adversaries accused 
him of hoping to become Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, in the event of Lord 
North going to the House of Peers, on 
the expected death of his father, the 
Earl of Guilford, “If nothing, how- 


ever,” says the Qen&ral Bveniv^ Post, 
“but Lord Guilford’s death is likely 
to make Mr, Fox Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, the odds (to use a language he 
is not wholly a stranger to) pe much 
against him. Lord Guilford’s is a better 
life than his own ; and he has infinitely 
less to dread from natural decay of age 
than he has to apprehend from headlong 
vehemence of youthful dissipation.” 

^ George, third Lord Edgoumbe, and 
Admiral. 
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and one of the secret junto, succeeded as Vice-Treasurer ; 
and Charles Fox replaced Jenkinson at the Board of Trea- 
sury. Lord Holland ^d hoped his son would have been 
able to lead the bargaih with the long-wished Earldom for 
him ; but the King wap obdurate when his tools were past 
service. 



(17a ) 


1 7 73 . 

JANUABY. 


19 #A, The Parliament met again after the holidays. 

^7th. The Queen was delivered of another son. It was 
christened Augustus Frederic. 

This month Mr. Andrew Stuart printed and dispersed 
his four remarkable Letters to Lord Mansfield on the 
Douglas cause.^ 


FEBRUABY. 


Is#. The jewels, plate, and trinkets of the late Princess 
Dowager of Wales were sold by public auction at Christie’s 
in Pall Mall. They were inconsiderable, and it seemed 
very mean to expose them in that manner ; especially as 
the amount was to be divided amongSt her own children. 

2wd An affair that made most noise was Lord Towns- 
hend’s quarrel with, the Earl of Bellamont, a brave young 
Irish lord, whom he had offended by refusing to see him at 


^ See Walpole ’13 * BCemoir$ of George vol. iii. p. 304, edited by Sir Denis 
Le Marohant.-— D. 
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Dublin. Lord Bellamont waited till his return to Eng- 
land, then resigned his post of Quartermaster-General, 
and sent Lord Cbarlemont to demand satisfaction. After 
many evasions, Lord Bellamont required Lord Townshend 
to give, under Ijis han(|., a formal denial of having intended 
to affront him. Four challenges evaded made Lord Towns- 
hend’s lingering in Ireland, on purpose to fight, completely 
ridiculous. He refused to give the written satisfaction, 
anal sent Lord Ligonier to Lord Bellamont to declare he 
woyld’ not, but making an apology, and declaring sorrow 
for what had happened, with which Lord Bellamont con- 
tented himself. However, the story being reported very 
differently by the two parties, great clamour pursued Lord 
Townshend; and Lord Bellamont having drawn up the 
state of the quarrel between him and Lord Townshend, 
and got it signed by his friends Lords Charlemont and 
Aiicram, and determining to publish it, Lord Townshend 
found it disgraced him so much, that he at last sent Lord 
Bellamont a challenge, and they fought between four and 
five in the afternoon, when Lord Townshend, firing first, 
shot Lord Bellamont in the belly, who then fired, shook 
hands with Lord Townshend,’ and was carried home to 
have his wound dressed. 


' Lord ToVmshend gave great ^enoe 
by writing a bnflfoon account of his duel, 
the very evening after it h^pened, to 
Footer the celebrated bufbon, who 
showed it in coffee-houses. ^The duel 
took place in that part of Marylebone 
fields which was in the rear of Bedford 
House ^formerly Soutbamptoh House), 
a mansion which as late as the year 
1300 occupied the entire north side of 
Bloomsbu^y^ Square. The spot had long 
been sacr^ to duellists. In the epi- 
logue to Mountfort’s * Greenwich Park * 
(169X), Florella (Mrs. Mountfort) 
says;-— 


♦« Well, sirs, l« it peace or war that you declare ? 

Tm ready arm'd : so is my second here. 

If you’re displeased with what you’ve seen 
to-night. 

Behind Southampton House well do you right. 

Who is’t dares draw ’gainst me and Mrs. 
Knight?” 

A long time elapsed before Towns- 
hend’s ball was extracted from his 
adversary’s groin. Nevertheless L6rd 
BellamonV during his suffering, at- 
t^ded to his private afl^irs, and nego- 
tiated the purchase of Luxborough 
House, Bpping ForM which belonged 
to Sir BdwaraTWsdpole. The cost was 
20,0001. The epigrammatists feebly 
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%th. Lord Howe presented to tlie House of Commons a 
petition from the captains in the navy, on half-pay, for ^a 
small addition. Lord Sandwich had been against it for 
fear of the precedent. Lord North^had intended to take 
no part, and though he did, for the same reasons as Lord 
Sandwich, had neglected taking any^ precautions for having 
it rejected. Accordingly, as the sum required was incon- 
siderable, as the navy had made interest for it, and the 
army. Eking the example, would not oppose but absented 
themselves, Lord liTorth was beaten by 154 to 45. There 
were, however, circumstances in this defeat that looked 
suspicious, and as if there were some treachery in more 
places than one. The Duke of Grafton’s * friends openly 
acted against Lord North : those of the other part of the 
Bedford squadron absented themselves, and were known 
to be envious of the minister’s power : but the most 
remarkable incident was, that Sir Gilbert Elliot (believed 
to be more trusted by the King than any man except Lord 


attacked Lord Townskend. Here is a 
specimen of their small wit — 

**Sayg Bell’iaont to Townshend, «You turn'd on 
your heel, 

And that gave your honour a check.* 

*'Tis my way,’ replied Townshend; ‘to the 
world I appeal, 

If I did n’t the same at Quebec.* ” 

When he succeeded to the command at 
Quebec, after Monckton was wounded, 
he recalled the English troops from 
pursuit of the enemy, and subsequently 
declined te renew the contest with De 
Bougainville. “ But,” as before quoted 
from Banc?:oft, already the hope of 
New France was gone,”— -D.] 

2 The Duke of Grafton, ever sihce his 
fall from the. post of. First Minister, had 
humbly aspired tp be First Lord of 
the Adimml.ty and now that Lord 
Sand^ch had discouraged the petition 
for half-pay,, and consequent offended 
part of the navy, it is: but extremely 
proi)able that thp; total defection of his 
friends on that dn^ption^ l^as enjoined 
by his Grace, However, on the i2th 


he positively denied having desired a 
single person to vote for the petitionera 
— ^but tliis was not till Lord North, 
shocked at ^ding himself betrayed, 
had been on the point of resigning all 
his places and power on the 10th, which 
had so alarmed the Bedfords, who 
hated Lord Mansfield more than Lord 
North, that they bestirred themselves 
with all their actmty to support Lord 
North on the affair of St. Vincentes, 
and probably brought back the Duke 
of Grafton. For the Court’s part of the 
treachei^, it remained as little doubt- 
ful as his Grace’s. Sir Gilbert Elliot 
would not make any apology to Lord 
North, which showed he was sure of 
the King and Lord Mansfield ; and as 
last year he had openly ridiculed 
General Conway’s conscientious scru- 
ples, and pronounced it impossible for 
Ministers to act with him, it was good 
prooflihat his own embarrassing the Ad- 
ministration did not proceed from any 
principle. 
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Mansfield, and yet who for two years had acted the part 
of discontent) was the warmest supporter of the peti- 
tion. They who had most jealousy of the King and his 
cahal suspected that Ijiey meant to insinuate to the navy 
and army ® that his Majesty favoured their claim, and that 
the Minister’s economy alone withstood it* 

lOth. Now at last came on an affair in Parliament, 
the discussion of ‘which had long been expected. The 
Caribbees, who had been suffered for a great number of 
yearS to remain in the Island of St Vincent before it 
was «e(^ to us by the late peace, and had considerably 
improved their lands, were recently much disturbed by 
their new governor, Sir William Young, and his council, 
who, coveting the improved estates of the Caribbees, had 
formed and recommended to Government a plan for 
dispossessing them of their' lands. The Caribbees resisted. 
The governor and council sent over bitter complaints, 
representing them as rebels and traitors, who were treating 
with the French at Martinico to betray the island to the 
latter. Lord Hillsborough, arbitrary, ignorant, and incon- 
siderate, had taken upon him the protection of the governor 
and council, and, believing all they said, had drawn in Lord 
North and the Cabinet Council to act as arbitrarily as 
inconsiderately, and send troops to quell, destroy, or expel 
the wretched Caribs. To the cruelty of this treatment 
of the real 'savages, our polished savages, the Ministers, 
added another towards the troops despatched, who, despite 
the representations of experienced men, were sent away at 
the most improper season, and when it was apprehended 


* Thatthissunnise was well grounded the captains of the navy was recom- 
may be gathered from the following mended by his Majesty.” 

wliich appeared in the ^ See an account of that debate in 
‘ Daily Advertiser’ of the following tho ‘London Chronicle ’ of Fob. 11th, 
Friday, Feb. 12th “The petition of 1773, and sequent* 
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that nothing but distempers or destruction could overtalie 
them. The atrociousness of these proceedings, the disgusts 
of the officers thus exposed, and the odium that followed 
Lord Hillsborough, though now out* of place, had, in spite 
of the servility of Parliament and th« supineness of Opposi- 
tion, forced on an inquiry ; and though many causes had 
staved it off,® T. Townshend, jun., having moved for papers 
to ground an inquiry, and they having not only been 
granted, but even so far fairly given that they awakened 
attention and augmented clamour, the examination was 
opened on this day, 10th, and many witnesses were 
examined, among whom Lieutenant-General Trappaud® 
produced a letter exemplifying the distresses of the em- 
barkation : and then the inquiry was put off to the I2th. 

12th. The day was passed in examining witnesses. It 
appeared that the black or African Caribs had almost 
driven out or .extirpated the yellow or red, original Caribs, 
and possessed more land than they could occupy; that 
our governor and council were very desirous of restrain- 
ing the blacks to narrower quarters,’ and bad offered to 


•'* On one side tlio Ministers wislied 
to receive farther accounts from 8t, 
Vincent’s ; on the other, Edmund Burke, 
tiie soul of the Opposition in the Com- 
mons (as the Puke of liiehmond was 
in the Lords), had meanly retired to 
France on the pretence of placing his 
son at Blois, but in reality, it was be- 
lievedi to avoid the inq.ujiyy, as his^ 
cousin, another Burke, was confidential 
secretary to ^ir William Young, and 
was supposed to be deeply concerned 
in advisings the malptactfce againstthe 
Caribs in that island. Some, both in 
place and in opposition, might wish to 
have Burke rewn before the inquiry ; 
but he was not likely to be so en- 
trapped, after having haa so much pre- 
caution. 

« On the examination relative to 
the afihir at St. Vincent's, before a 


great assembly, on Wednesday, a Lieut.- 
General* of the 70th Begiment, at the 
Grenades, road part of a letter, ;dated 
Nov. I4tb, which mentioned that the 
mortality among the men is very great, 
owing to the heavy and continual rains at 
that season ; that the Caribs have been 
ill-used; that they act with caution, 
and the woods are so thick, ti^t they 
knock down the soldiers with the 
greatest security to themselves; and 
that the troops have only been able to 
penetrate four miles into tho coimtry. 
The above officer also mformed the 
House, that an officer and a party wore 
drowned going ashore in a boat. 

The planters were horridly eager to 
ent the throats of the stwages in order 
to seize their property. The English 
A^dmluistration, though abetting tho 
usurpation, had enjoined as much 


VOL. I. 


* General Trappaud. 


N 
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purchase their uUcultivated lauds 9 that the blacks, jealous 
of our eucroachments, had obslaructed our surveys, and had 
even sent to St. Lucia to beg assistance against us. The 
French governor of Martinique, then at St. Lucia, had, 
handsomely to us, refiised them aid ; had even threatened 
them with supporting the English, and had actually given 
us warning of the designs of the Caribs. It appeared, too, 
that for 'this fidelity to treaties the French governor had 
been|re|Blled. The -French were represented as encou- 
ra^ng ®e obstinacy of the Caribs, whose behaviour, sturdy 
indeed in defence of their freedom and property, was so 
ex^^erated, that the master of an English sloop swore 
solemnly that four canoes of Caribs had attempted to 
board him, and that he had destroyed them all, without a 
pliable of foundation for his deposition. From Fletcher, 
a Scotch oifficer who had been at St. Vincent’s, it came 
out that, though he had arrived with his regiment at 
Chrishnas, and had had seven months to season his men, 
yet, when the bad season and rains came,* 250 out of 400* 
had been sent to the hospital. Being asked what would 
be the consequence of the new troops arriving at the 
beginning of the bad season, he 'replied, Dreadfvl indeed I 
Sharp, a shrewd man, who had also been President of 
St. Vincent, and was willing enough to palliate what had 
been done, confessed he had been ordered by the Cabinet 
Council to draw up advice for their proceedings, had been 
albwed but one day, and had been so pressed by them 
that he was forced to deliver in the rough sketch of his 

leiiilgr as could be conastent with in- and for a time, J }i(^$ it will J 

Ya«io»r Wi those iniimtaoiis quitted Jim crmm^ p<m of tMa 

vented force £com being used. One island with a regret Jt eannot express to 
Hany Alexander, President of St. Via-, near And he afterwards speahs of 
cent, exclaims, in a paper laid before himseifand the inhabitants, as rapacious 
the House of Commons, **1 withdrew as himself,, os mm o/ffPod hearts and 
the itoopa to their quarters without the hands, but tied un uaiiifi! their 
dischatge of a musket on cither side; arms. 
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rude, indigested, and indeed rash thoughts, and that the 
Council here had intemperately ordered them to be carried 
into execution. This was the merciless scheme of trans- 
porting the black Caribs to a desert 'island. 

These lights were ^proclaimed to ^e most favourable to 
the ministry, and much less heinous than the facts had 
been represented — not that they were* so, except in the 
softness of some expressions, as appears from the above 
state, but because it was become expedient for many who 
had been disposed to censure, to alter their language. 
In short, the late amazing overthrow of, at least affront 
given to, Lord l^orth, had occasioned the greatest fermenta- 
tion in the Cabinet. Nor could there be a more surprising 
circumstance than that the 6rst event of the most tri- 
umphant session ever known, in which Opposition itself 
had given up the game, — that the first event, I say, of such 
a session, should be a total rout of the First Minister. He 
had neglected the question, he had declared he would not 
take any partjion it ; yet, unless there had been purposed 
treachery, his troops would have rallied when once they 
heard his voice. Lord North was not the dupe. He 
declared strongly in private to the King, and publicly to 
others, that he would be supported ; that the question on 
St. Vincent’s should decide his fate as a minister; and that 
Sir Gilbert Elliot should make reparation by supporting 
him, or that he or Sir Gilbert must quit the King’s service. 
Lord North had reasmi to take his part without loss of a 
day ; it was known that General Harvey,® the King’s 
confidential tool for the army, had threatened to condemn 
in Parliament the embarkation of the troops at so improper 

® Ge^eral Edward Harvey, the I Essex. He had a pension also of 1500?. 
family df the Harreye of Chigwell in | a year, 

N 2 
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ajBoment; and many other officers would have taken the 
same part. The King was terrified ; for though alert to 
betray his own servants, he was not always ready to 
supply their places ; and Lord North happened to be the 
only unexceptionable toan in England who could at this 
juncture be employed to public satisfaction in the manage- 
ment of affairs. Sir Gilbert Elliot was ordered to make 
amends, General Harvey to Be moderate, and the secret 
junt4(ifobably) to plan Lord North’s fall or disgrace on 
firmer grounds. No wonder the courtiers in the mean 
time, who had run from the Minister after Sir Gilbert, 
were quick in discerning that the cause against the Caribs 
was better than they had been told. To exculpate the 
King, Lord Bute, and the cabal, of the charge of betraying 
Lord North, it was proclaimed that Sir Gilbert’s treachei'y 
was only revenye. Lord Barrington ® having refused a com- 
mission in the array to one of his sons. Sir Gilbert him- 
self would have been ashamed to ascribe his vote in behalf 
of poor naval officers, to principle. 

Treachery was not all Lord North complained of: the 
grounds of his complaint had foundation deep enough to 
deserve to alarm the constitution itself. Lord North 
remonstrated against the laige numbers of military prefer- 
ments which the King himself bestowed; a practice, he 
said, that loosened parliamentary discipline, as officers did 
not Jook up to the Minister, nor could he engage the 
attachment of country gentlemen when they found he had 
not credit to provide for their sons and relations in the 
army; and this personal dependence on the Crown ex- 
plained collaterally why, on the haif-pay, the land and 
naval officers had more willingly followed Elliot than Lord 


® SecrelAry at War. 
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North — a secret favourite having better interest than an 
ostensible minister. But what was not to be apprehended 
from the King’s assiduity in attaching the army person- 
ally to himself? 

On the same 12th of February the Duke of Eichmond 
gave a signal defeat to the measures of Government. Lord 
North had come to an agreement with the Directors of 
the East India Company, and the goVerning chiefs had 
settled a list of demands and offers to be made to Parlia- 
ment. They were laid before the General Court of 
Proprietors; but Governor Johnson proposing that the 
Company should rather desire to know Lord North’s 
terms, and some altercations arising, the Duke, unaccus- 
tomed to appear tiiere, and thence drawing observance, per- 
suaded the generality of the proprietors of stock to embrace 
Johnson’s motion; and it was carried by three to one 
against Sir George Colebrook, Sullivan, and their ad- 
herents. 

\hih was finished the examination of witnesses in the 
affairs of St. Vincent’s. T. Townshend then entered into 
a discussion and condemnation of the measures taken. 
He stated the injustice and cruelty of the conduct held 
towards the Caribs, even after they had taken the oaths of 
allegiance to the King, and the inhumanity of the designs 
against them, merely to gratify the mercenary views of that 
wretch Alexander, and other planters. He afterwards cen- 
sured the impropriety of sending troops at a season se de- 
structive ; and he told the House he should offer two motions 
of crimination en both measures. Others dwelt on the ex- 
travagance of despatching 2500 against 700 poor savages. 
Lord George Germaine summed up the whole barbarity, 
rashn^s, and folly in one of his most pointed speeches, full 
of pithimatter, irony, and satire. Stanley, Sir Kichard Sut- 
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ton,* Stephen Fox, Lord Barrington, Sam. Martin, Bice, 
and General Conway defended the conduct — the latter 
rather the person — of Lord North, to whose moderation and 
equity he had been ol^liged, though owning he was ready 
to second an address for lenity towards the Caribs. Lord 
North did not defend himself so well, and was roughly 
handled by Colonel Barre. With regard to other officers. 
Colonel Burgoyne was pompously pathetic against both 
pa^ of the plan, and exposed the iniquity to the Caribs 
aftlr they had gotten forty of our people into their power 
and let- them go off unhurt. General Howard voted 
against the expedition ; so did General Harvey — ^by order, 
temperate. Sir Gilbert Elliot supported, silently minis- 
terial. Late at night the first question was put, That the 
expedition against the black Caribs in the island of St. 
Vincent was undertaken without sufficient provocation on 
the part of those unhappy people, and by the advice of per- 
sons interested, and will end in the extirpation of those 
unhappy people. This motion was rejected by 206 voices 
to 88. Townshend then proposed his second motion. That 
the sending troops which were unprovided with camp equi- 
page or necessaries in the unhealthy season of the year is 
not justified by any necessity, and must prove destructive 
to the best’ troops in his Majesty’s service, and probably 
defeat the purpose for which they were sent, and bring dis- 
grace upon' his Majesty’s arms. This was likewise not 
accepted, by 199 to 78. Townshend told the House that, 
had his two first - questions been attended with success, he 
had designed to have taken their sense upon the following 
motion : — ^That an humble address be presented to his 
Majesty, that he would be graciously pleased to acquaint 


1 Lately & th^Secretary’s ofiSoe ; Ijince 1l>ec(»ae a baiOnet. 
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the House by whose advice the measure was undertaken 
for attacking the Caribs in the island of St. Vincent, and 
sending troops for that purpose in the most unhealthy season 
of the year; a measure equally repugnant to the known 
humanity of his Majesty’s temper, disgraceful to his Ma- 
jesty’s arms, and a disgrace to the i^haracter of the British 
nation. But this question, become improper from the 
contrary sense of the House, was not ’’enforced, and the 
Caribs were left to the mercy of the ele&ents, which could 
alone defend them. 

The Duke and Duchess of Gloucester were now come to 
settle in town against her lying-in. The Duke of Richmond, 
his brother Lord Geoige Lenox, Lord Geoi^e Germaine, 
with their wives, and several of the Opposition, went to 
pay their court to them. Some few of the Court went 
likewise ; but General Harvey going to the Duke, and being 
told by General Rainsford, the Duke’s Groom of the Bed- 
chamber in waiting, that he might go to the Duchess too, 
Harvey replied he had come to the Duke on military mat- 
ters ; but as the Duchess could have no military business 
with him, he desired to be excused. Generaj Amherst, 
receiving the like intimation, answered, he had not the 
honour of knowing the Duchess, and therefore desired to 
be excused. The King was very civil to those who went, 
which distrcKied those who abstained. Lord Denbigh, the 
lowest and most officious of the Court-tools, endeavoured 
to incense the Kitig, whose measure, not whose inclination, 
it was to affect lenity. Lord Rockingham did not wait on 
the Duke and Duchess, on pretence that it would look too 
like a system of opposition I - This refinement served to an- 
nounce his being head of the Opposition, and his fear of its 
incensing the King and preventing his becoming some time 
or other the head of Administration again. The Duke, 
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however, sent to desire to meet him at the House of Lords, 
and did ; and the next day Lord Rockingham waited on 
him, but took care to let it be known that he had been in- 
vited. The King soon afterwards spoke with much anger 
to Lord Hertford against those who had been at Gloucester 
House, and said he bblieved he must forbid them more 
positively ; but, according to his usual timidity, a few days 
after this he bade Lord Hertford desire his brother, General 
Conway, to whisper General* Amherst that his Majesty dis- 
lik^ his going to the Duke. Conway begged to be ex- 
cus^, saying he had be.en sorry to have been hindered 
going himself. The Duke, going to Foote’s theatre, was 
received with three claps. The Duchess of Cumberland, 
in imitation of the Duchess of Gloucester, saw company 
twice a, week ; fifty persons went the first night, but 
not one man or woman of any name. The Duchess 
of Gloucester received her visitors with great humility — 
advanced and saluted ever^ Lady to prevent their ofier- 
ing to kiss her hand, and gave it to kiss to the untitled 
and to the men ; making the company sit (which was not 
according to Royal etiquette), and asking the ladies to stay 
and play at cards. The next day, the 18 th, General 
Conway pressed his brother, Lord Hertford, to ask the 
King if officers, as was reported, were allowed to pay their 
duty to the Duke and Duchess. The King answered with 
great anger that his orders had been positive ; that he had 
allowed no officer but those of the Duke’s own regiment to 
wait on him, and General Harvey, as Quartermaster-Ge- 
neral ; and added he did not believe any other officers had 
been with the Duke — if there were, )ie desired to know 
who they were, which Lord Hertford requested to be 
excused teHing him. 

Townshend, Lord Mayor, at this time recommended to the 
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Court of Aldermen to promote measures for obtaining short 
parliaments. All the Aldermen approved the motion hTit 
Wilkes, who, from hatred ofTownshend, opposed that popu- 
lar measure, calling it a worn-out matter. It was declared 
to be carried unanimously. Wilkes denied the unanimity, 
yet, on putting the question, did not hold up his hand 
against it, and it passed unanimously, though not without 
his charging Townshend with his having' delayed his advice 
till Sawbridge’s motion for ^ort parliaments had been 
rejected in the House of Commons*, and could not be 
renewed till another session, which showed Townshend was 
only making a fallacious offering to popularity. 

23rd. Sir W. Meredith moved to reconsider the sub- 
scription to the Thirty-nine Articles, The Archbishop of 
York had complained that Lord North had been too in- 
different to them last year ; and the University of Oxford 
applying to him to defend their great Diana, he made a 
point of throwing out the motion, and earnest request of 
attendance was sent twice to the Court militia — yet did not 
Sir Gilbert Elliot attend. However, SirKogerNewdigatc, 
the spokesman of bigotry and every antiquated doctrine of 
prerogative and superstition, stiffly opposed going into the 
Committee ; and with an hypocrisy which churchmen,* but 
seldom their satellites, use, professed moderation. Charles 
Fox supported the question, but it was quashed by 159 
to 67, 

24th. Sir John Dalrymple published his Appendix to 


* Charles Jenkinsoni who began to 
assume the airs of a minister^ and was 
thought to a^iire to the post of Chan* 
cellor of the Exchequer, declared that 
Archbishop Laud, with all his faults, 
was a very very great man. There 
wanted nothing to prove the justice of 
this panegyric, but to quote his ridi- 
culous and pagan consecration of St. 


Catherine Cree Church, his Star-cham- 
ber sentences, as puerile as cruel, his 
letters to Lord Strafford, and his 
‘ Diary,' in which he relates his dreams, 
which turned on his jealousy of Arch- 
bishop Williams. See* an account of 
tho debate in tho * London Chronicle ' 
of Feb. 27th, 1773. 
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his History, of both which more will be said at the end of 
this year, not to interrupt the suite of events, though both 
were far from being foreign to the plan of despotism the 
Court and the Scotch were pumuing. 

The India Directors, having rallied their troops, re- 
covered iheir ground, and carried their point for applying 
in their own terms to Parliament. One Impey, a lawyer, 
said he was surprised at the Duke of Eichmond deigning 
to (^me mong them ; but ft was a proof how low Opposi- 
tio^Jiad fallen, when his Grace could find no other theatre 
in which^to promote faction. 

Accounts of great sickness and mortality among the 
troops sent to St. Vincent An hundred men were killed 
by the Caribs, and six hundred sent to the hospital. A 
regiment that was on the point of returning from America 
was countermanded. 
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MARCH. 


An account came of the death of Charles Emanuel, King 
of Sardinia, aged 72.‘ 

At this time was published an admirable poem, equal in 
wit and poetry t 6 the Dunciad, though short. It was 
called An Heroic Epistle to Sir William Chambers on his 
Book of Gardening f and though ridiculing him, was a severe 
satire oh the King ahd his chief tools. The King, expect- 
ing only an attack on Chambers, bought it to tease, and 
began reading it to, him 5 but, finding it more bitter on him- 
self, flung it d 6 wn on the floor in a passion and would read 
no more. Lord Bristol, the best of courtiers, and as zealous 
as the Roman who swore to having seen the Emperor’s 
soul fly to heaven, could not be persuaded to read the 
Heroic Epistle ; he said, from what he had heard of it, he 
would as soon read blasphemy — such pious servants had 
our pious King ! In the Public Advertiser of March 5th 
was a bitter attack, signed Justice, on his Majesty’s patron- 
age of Sir John Dalrymple’s book. This invective, I 
imagine, was^written by William Burke. It was followed 
soon after by another and better, signed Hollis : and all 
the acrimony against the Scotch was revived by that Indis- 
creet publication, to the no small mortification of the Court. 
Lord Mansfield, a principal promoter*and patron of the 
work, grew frightened, as usual, and affirmed having 
refused to assist Halrymple with his interest with the 


He had reigned forly-three years,— D, ^ Now known to be by Mason. — D. 
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French Ministers to obtain the papers accusing Algernon 
Sidney. Lord Nuneham, son of Lord Harcourt, Ambas- 
sador at Paris, told me his father obtained them by the 
King’s order, and that J:he King paid for transcribing them. 
Lord Nuneham saw them in his fether’s hands, I am sure, 
for he told me the contents of them before they were 
published. 

At this time there were certainly designs going on 
against Lord North ; and some thoughts of putting the 
Trl^sury into Lord Grower’s hands. Lord North was very 
ungracious and indolent ; Lord Mansfield blamed him 
loudly. He had jnuch offended Lord Mountstewart 
(Lord Bute’s son)^ by refusing him the Lieutenancy of a 
Welsh county (which Lord M. obtained however), and by 
the rude mamier of the I’efusal, for which Lord M. said he 
would have knocked him down if it had not been in the 
House of Commons, and for which he and all his family 
would never forgive him. This was some key to Sir 
Gilbert Elliot’s late behaviour. But Lord North’s capital 
crime, or rather merit, was his aversion to promoting the 
King’s wish of obtaining an increase to his revenue of 
200,000?. a year. 

9th. Lord North moved to grant 1,400,000?. to the 
East India Company, provided necessary precautions'^ were 
taken to prevent like exigencies in future, which was 
agreed to. 

Sk“ Basil Keith, a younger brother of Sir Eobert Keith, 
late Ambassador in Denmark and since at Vienna, was, 
though only a jun^r Captain in the navy, raised to the 
rich government of Jamaica. 

lO^A. The City agreed on a new Eemonstrance to the 
King, and b use their utmost endeavours to obtain shorter 
parliaments. Wilkes drew up the Eemonstrance in such 
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strong and violent terms, that he boasted that his enemy 
Townshend, the Lord Mayor, would be undone at St. 
James’s if he presented it, and stoned by the people if he 
did not. There were doubte if it were not treasonable, and 
Thurlow, Attorney-General, declared he thought the King 
ought to refuse accepting it. Some of Wilkes’s friends 
persuading him to accompany it, he exlbused himself, and 
publish^ his answer in the papers, which was not less 
insulting than the Remonstrance, and 'feaid, “ how unhappy 
he should be to see his Sovereign surrounded almost 
entirely by the enemies of our country and his family." 
The. Lord Mayor behaved absurdly ; asked the Attorney- 
General if the Remonstrance was not a libel ; who said it 
was ; and sent for Serjeant Glynn, who adhered to Wilkes, 
to town, to know his opinion, and then would not see him, 
but demanded it in writing.* 

2Zrd. Lord North, previously to his intended measures, 
proposed two resolutions for restraining the East India 
Company’s dividends to six and seven per cent, till their 
debt to the public should be reduced to a certain sum. 
Burke almost alone opposed those raotidhs, with little 
foundation, and, attacking Conway, was answered well by 
him. Barre spoke with much temper and applause, ap- 
proving the njeasure, which was j^feed to. 

The next day the Secret Committee on Indian Affairs 
made th^r Repork but it was thought more partial t« the 
supposed , criminals, than had been expected. 

Philip, Earl of Chesterfield, died after a slow decay, 
aged 78. He left a will that did him no credit ; imposing 
impracticable restraipta upou his heir, and sporting ludi- 
crously .qh the Chureh*: by \giving penalties, whibh his heir 


* See Supplement at end of March. 
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was made liable to, to the Dean and Chapter of West- 
mister, to whose want of lenity he said he would trust.® 
29/A. The Lord Mayor, very ill attended, presented the 
City’s Eemonstrance/and made apologies to the Lord 
Chamberlain for having been forced to bring it. The 
King in his answer treated it as not serious, and as if the 
remonstrants could not expect any other response. 


SUPPLEMENT. 


The following is an exact copy of the City’s Eemonstrance, agreed 
upon in Common Hall, March 11th, 1773, as it was delivered to his 
Majesty’s Secretary of State, that a proper answer might he prepared 
against ihe day when the Lord Mayor, Aldermen, &o., are to present 
it in form to his Majesty : — 

“To THE King’s Most Excellent Majesty. 

“ The humble Address, Petition, and Eemonstrance of the Lord 
Mayor, Aldermen, and Livery of the City of London, in Common 
Hall assemble(|^ 

“Most Geacious Sovereign, 

“ We, your Majesty’s dutiful and loyal subjects, the Lord Mayor, 


6 See ‘ Life and Works of Lord Olies- 
terfield,’ by Lord Kahon (Earl Stan- 
hope). Shortly after Chesterfield's death 
the foHowing lines wei:^ very generaUy 
circulated. They were said to have been 
written by that nobleman; and offered 
to Colley Cibber, during the lifetime 
of Frederick Prince of Wales, son of 
(Jeorge II., as a birthday ode to that 
King:— 

«lColl<jyOlhber,dgliit or, Wrong, ^ * 

Mukt celebrate thie day, 

And tune on^ more my iuneleisa song, 

And strum.tbe venal lav. . , 

Heaven spread throv.|^ all ttemily 
'fbat broad, iUaetrio^s glare, ; 

That ^In^ so flat in ev’ry eye, 

4jQd makes them all so stare. 


Heav'n send the Prince of royal race 
A lithe — ^ and horse, 

A little meaning in his face, 

And money in his purse f 
And, as 1 have, a eon like yours, . 

May he Parnassus rule I— 

So shall the crown, and laurel too. 
Descend from fool to fool.” 


Lady Chesterfield, the daughter of the 
Duchess of Kendal {Melusina von 
Schulenbu;rg)v when her Iprd^ was 
dyin^, sent for the Rev. Rutland :Hiil. 
Lord Chesterfield; reftlsed to see him ; 
and immediately aftor^ his death Lady 
Chest^fleld apj^^ted hii^Nr chap- 

the preachmg of the QospeL-'D. 
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Aldermen, and Livery of the City of London, beg leave to approach 
the Throne vdth the respect becoming a free people zealously 
attached to the laws and constitution of their country, and the Par- 
liamentary right of your Majesty to the orovm of these realms. 

♦‘ We desire, with all humilily in the grief and anguish of our hearts, 
to submit to your Majesty that the many grievances and injuries we 
have suffered from your Ministers still remain unredressed ; nor has 
the public justice of the kingdom received the least satisfaction for 
the frequent atrocious violations of the laws i^oh have been com- 
mitted in your reign by your Ministers, vritli a daring contempt 
of every principle human and divine. Your people have, with the 
deepest concern, observed that their former humble Petitions and 
Remonstrances were received with a neglect and disregard very 
hardly brooked by the high spirit of a great and powerful nation ; 
but the hopes of redress still encouraging us to persevere, we again 
supplicate your Majesty to listen to the voice of your aggrieved 
subjects in vindication of your own and the nation’s honour against 
your despotic and corrupt ministers, who have perverfed the foun- 
tains of public justice, and undermined the foundations of our excel- 
lent constitution. Our representatives, who were chosen to be the 
guardians of our rights, have invaded our most sacred privileges. 
Tlie right of being represented in Parliament is the inherent inalien- 
able privilege, as well as peculiar glory, of the free-born inhabitants 
of thb country ; and a person qualified according to law, a magistrate 
of this city, was duly elected a knight of the shire for the county of 
Middlesex by a great majority of legal votes, yet has been excluded 
from the House of Commons by a resolution of th&t House ; and a 
candidate, who had only a few votes, declared the representative of 
the electors of &e said county against their cpnsent. Through the 
like corrupt influence of the same Ministers, the chief magistrate and 
one of the aldermen of this city yrere imprisoned for not obeying the 
illegal mandates of an arbitrary House of Commons, and violating 
the solemn oath^ they had taken for the preservation of the liberties 
and franchises of the capital of your Majesty’s dominions. We fecall 
to your Majesiy’s remembrance wiih horror that unparalleled act of 
tyranny, the erasing a judicial record in order to stop the course of* 
justice, t(> infroduce:a system of power against right, and to tear up 
the roots truth and law from the earth. 

“ We therefore, y^^ ^n^ionstiaiits, again supplicate your Majesty to 
employ the oiriy remedy now left by the constitution, the exercise of 
that sajiit^ jtdwer with which you are intrusted by law, the dis- 
solving of the; present, T^arliament, and the removal of those evil 
counsellors who advised the measures so generally odious to the 



192 last journals op HORACE WALPOLE. March, 

jmtion ; and your Majesty, as tlie true guaardiau of our rights, shall 
ever reign in the hearts of a grateful people.” 

Several of Mr. Alderman Wilkes’s friends waited upon him, and 
pressed very much his gofag to St. James’s with the other Aldermen 
to present the late Address, Petition, and Eemonstranoe to the King. 
Mr. Wilkes’s answer was nearly in these words : — 

Gentlemen, 

“You well know the support I gave on Thursday to the motions 
in Cfcmon Hall for the Kemonstrance, and the engagement for 
shorffcing the duratiofi of Parliaments. I now feel a real pain in 
declining Ik) comply with the solicitation of so respectable friends. 
As I have long been personally obnoxious to the King, J have not 
for many years been at St. James’s. It would now be rude and inde- 
cent to force myself into the Royal presence on an occasion not the 
most pleasing, I believe, to his Majesty. I am not used to go into 
any gentleman’s house who does not wish to see mo. The last year, 
as sheriff, it would have been the particular duty of my office to 
liave attended the King with any petition or remonstrance, and I 
should have obeyed the commands of the City. I am now to bo 
considered only as an Alderman. The attendance of the whole body 
is not necessary. No favourable effect could possibly arise from my 
being with you at St. James’s ; and if the least disturbance should 
happen without, it would be oonslirued to be a premeditated riot, the 
Guards immediately be ordered to fire among the people, and another 
massacre ensue. * 

“ I am not fond of the air of a Comi; : it generally blasts sooner or 
later, and often nips, even in the bud, our modern patriotism. I 
should be particularly unhappy at this time to see my sovereign sur- 
rounded aln;>ost entirely by the enemies of our country and his 
family, and the royal smiles beaming on those very Ministers against 
whom the City of London now petition and remonstrate with so 
much truth and justice, while my fellow citizens were received with 
coldness 'and disregard. My warmest wishes, however, gentlemen, 
wiU go with you, and may you meet with a gracious reception and 
success.” 

The Lord Mayor, attended by Mr. Serjeant Glynn, Recorder; 
Alderman Bull ; Mr. Sheriff Lewes, City Remembrancer ; Comnlbn 
Soqeant ; 'Eown-Clerk ; eight of the livery, and the rest of the City 
officers, went to St, James’s, whore the Recorder read to his Majesty 
the Address, Petition, and Remonstrance from the City of London. 
To which his Majesty gave the following answer : — 

“I have the satisfaction to think that my people don’t doubt of 
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my readiness to attend to their complaints, or of my ardent de- 
sire to promote their happiness, which I cannot more effectually 
do than by resisting every attempt to sow groundless jealousies 
among them. 

“ Your petition is so void of foundation, ^and is, besides, conceived 
in such disrespectful terms, that I am convinced you do not seriously 
imagine it can be complied with.” 


VOL. I. 


O 
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APRIL. 


The Prussian Minister, Count Mjflfeahn, suddenly de- 
clared he was going away, and ordered in the bills of his 
tracffismen. This supposed to be in consequence of 
the ^rt we were believed to be taking with France against 
the invasion and usurpation of Poland. The Ministers 
denied that he was going, and called it an imposition for 
the purpose of stockjobbing. 

hth. Lord North acquainted the House of Commons 
that the King, in answer to the petition of the East India 
Company, had left the decision of that affair to the House. 
Lord North then moved to leave territorial acquisitions to 
the Company for six years longer, the Company’s exclu- 
sive charter expiring in 1780; but he hinted that exigen- 
cies might require the Government’s taking those possessions 
into its own hands sooner. He moved too that after a 
certain time the Government should partake of the Com- 
pany’s clear profits ; all which was voted with scarce any 
opposition, Lord Clive, who had been much offended at 
tie report of the Secret Committee, and had threatened to 
contravert it, forbore. 

Advice was received that the Caribs at St. Vincent had 
entered into composition with us, and had ceded part of 
the contested territory! France prevailed on the Turks 
to continue the war ; and they refiising to comply with the 
Czarina’s demands,Kshe broke off the conferences. 

Lord North having moved for a call of the House on 
the 26th, when he was to lay business of great importance 
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before them, the Speaker was order^ to send notice to 
the sheriffs of counife to summon all their members to 
attend. On this opportunity Sir Watkin Lewes and 
Alderman Oliver, Sherifis of Middlesex, sent the summons 
to Wilkes, instead of Luttrell, and 'icquainted the Speaker 
with what they had done : Wilkes himself also wrote a 
very bold letter to the Speaker, asserting his right. This 
contempt of the House, which the Court ^ was afraid to 


The contempt of the City for the 
Court, and the characteristic foibles 
and olfences of public men, were 
satirized in the following anonymoip 
lines, which were in circmation at this 
time 

‘ You I love, my dearest life. 

More than Gwrgey loves his wife; 

More than Ministers to rule, 

More than North to play the fool, 

More than Camden to grimace. 

More than Barrington his place, 

More than Clive ms black jagueer. 

More than Bute the Royal oar; 

More than patriots love their price. 

More than Fox loves cards and dice. 

More than cits the Court to spite. 

More than Townriiend not to fight, 

More than Golebrook heaps of pelf, 

More than Etliot loves hinoiself. 

More than Alderman his gut. 

More than HiUsboroogh to strut; 

More than cullies love a Jilt, 

More than Grosv’nor horns well gilt ; 

More than Partmouth loves field prewshers. 
More than Huntingdon her teachers, 

More than Carlisle those who cheat bhn, 
More than Long Tom those who treat him. 
More than Ponuret a lead^mUiOf 
More than Weymouth play and wine. 

More than fools at wits to nibble, 

More than Walpole loves to scribble, 

More than Lyttleton to write, 

More than blackleg March to bite. 

More than country squires their dogs, 

More than Mawbey loves his ho^, 

More than demireps a spark, 

More than Martin a sure nun'k; 

More than Grafton loves his pimps, 

More than Pevil loves his imps, 

More than Tories love' the Smarts 
-More them Whigs love all true hearts. 

Thus, my fair, 1 love you more 
Than ever man loved fair before.*' 


! In the anonymous lines above ihore 
is one individual not mentioned by his 
surname,— “ Long Torn.” This was 
long Sir Thomas Robinson, of Rokeby, 
whose length served to distinguish liim 
from his namesake, Sir Thomas Robiii- 
I son, created Lord Grantham in 1761. 
Chesterfield, being asked by the Baronet 
to write some verses upon liim, imme- 
diately produced the epigram, — 

** Unlike my subject now diall be my Klhg, 

It shall be witty, and It shan't be long." 

Long Sir Thomas is mentioned more 
than once with ridicule in Walpole’s 
letters. At an early period of his life 
he filled the office of Commissioner 
of Excise, and as Governor of Barba- 
does he acquired a reputation for libe- , 
rality which is denied him by the 
anonymous minstrel. The measure of 
his ability, however, may be arrived at 
by remembering the fact that, when 
our King had not yet dropped the folly 
of calling himself also King “ of France,” 
arid it was customary at the coronation 
of an English sovereign to have ficti- 
tious Dukes ■ of Aquitaine and Nor- 
mrihdy to present the vassalage of 
France, Sir Thomas was selected to fill 
the second m6ck-dignity at the corona- 
tion of George III. — the last occasion 
on which the foolish phantoms ap- 
peared. Churchill alludes to the cir- 
cumstance ih his ‘Ghost;’ but he 
assigns a wrong dukedom to Sir 
Thomas 


Mason, too, in his then recently pub- 
lished Heroic Epistle, alluded more dr 
less openly to those he calls 

: " — the pltmdeiera.of the «ge ' 
rioo numerous far for this contracted page); 
The Bigbys, — Muns^s, Bradriiawi theb, 
lii siraw'Stult effigy riiall kick the ' 


** Gould Satire not (thoi:%h doubtfbl since 
Whether he plumber is or prince) 

, . Tell ot a simple knight's advance 
To bd a dougnty peer oflFrance ? 

Tell bpw be did a dukedom gain, 

And Itobihson was Aqultain ?" 

“Long Tom” died in 1777.-^D. 

O 2 
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resent, lest it should revive the troubles about Wilkes, did 
however set the authority of the Hdile of Commons in the 
most contemptible light. At the same time arrived a 
representation of the jAssembly at Boston to their Gover- 
nor, in which they peremptorily denied the jurisdiction of 
the Paiiiament of England ; nor of this did the Ministers 
dare to take notice ; so low was the Crown sunk in the 
midst of all its pretensions, and of all its corrupt influence, 
ha|?in||^no credit but what it purchased day by day! 

When the House met after the Easter recess, the 
Speaker acquainted them with the receipt of Wilkes’s letter, 
and said, if any man desired it, he would read it : nobody 
desired it. 

21s#. At a time when many believed ^n alliance con- 
cluded with France, and with good reason, for France, not- 
withstanding the want of money there, had agreed to pay 
a very large sum to our East India Company, which had 
been thought desperate, a fleet of twelve or fifteen ships of 
the line was suddenly ordered out, and Colonel Boyd, 
Deputy-Governor of Gibraltar, was remanded to his post. 
The Ministers gave out that these preparations were de- 
signed against, at least to watch, France and Spain, a fleet 
being fitting out at Carthagena, and another being ready to 
sail from Marseilles for the Mediterranean, where it was 
supposed France intended to intercept the Kussian navy, 
or to proceed to oppose the Eussian attack of Constanti- 
nople, the French having prevailed on the Turks to con- 
tinue the war. The stocks fell greatly; but everybody 
was not credulous ; and the most jealous apprehended that 
our fleet would at last join, at least not impede the opera- 
tions of, the French squadron. 

23rd!. Sir Charles Saqnders, a brave and popular Admi- 
ral in the Opposition, was- named to the command of the 
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fleet, and bounties t^re ordered to encourage sailors to 
enlist. Still, even many syttached to the Court could not 
believe any hostilities would follow. 

26/A. This being the day appointed for the call of the 
House, Wilkes went to the Crown Office and demanded his 
writ, which was refused to him by the deputy clerk. 
Thence he went attended to Westminster, though without 
any riot : yet it being apprehended, the Guards were held 
in readiness. Serjeant Glynn acquainted the House that 
he had a paper in his hand wherein Mr. Wilkes desired to 
be heard at the bar by way of complaint against John 
Frewer, Esq., Clerk of the Crown. The resolution of the 
House, said Glynn, had been illegal ; the people would not 
be easy till their rights were restored ; nor need he tell 
them in what derision Parliament was held. He then 
moved to call Wilkes to make good the matter of his 
complaint on the refusal of his certificate. Alderman 
Sawbridge seconded the motion, and said he had the same 
abhorrence of their proceedings that he had ever had. 
Dyson replied, that it was unusual to hear a complaint that 
had never been made, but could 'have no objection if the 
Serjeant chose the motion should go with all its imper- 
fections on its head. Glynn answered, that he had no 
intention to make the motion ineffectual : if Dyson would 
state the question, he would second it. Dyson replied he 
had not said the motion was irregular. It was thcp re- 
jected on a'division of 227 to 124. 

Sir Geoi^e Saville then moved the question he had 
formerly proposed, for a bill for more effectually securing 
the right of electors with regard to the eligibility of per- 
sons to serve in Parliament. Dowdswell seijonded the 
motion he said the noWMety of the injustice shown on 
the Middlesex election called for prevention of such prac- 
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tices any more. If the nation was^at the eve of a war, 
what a situation would the cocyitry he in with the minds 
of the people alienated in the manner they were 1 As 
soon as the sheriffs had summoned Wilkes, it went forth 
that the House was nol to be called over. As soon as his 
letter was mentioned, the House was struck with a panic, 
and the order of •the day was called for to prevent any 
disfltisslon on Wilkes. Had the order for apprehending 
ttiej^rftter of his letter been put into execution? Were 
not spefeches printed daily, and did the House dare to take 
notice of them ? No ; they had made too free with their 
constituents. Lord North said it would be misspending 
the time of the House to enter into arguments that had 
been so often talked over; but he rose to inform the 
honourable gentleman (Dowdswell) that the armament of 
the French was hid aside. The people at large were 
not to be judged of \rjf the Livery and Common Council 
of London, nor by the company that bad attended Wilkes 
down to the House that morning, nor by the majority of 
those that chose the minority of the House. Members 
went down to be re-elected with the additional crime of 
having taken a place, and yet succeeded in their elections. 
Newgate would be a reward to Wilkes. The liberties 
that had 'been taken with Government were owing to the 
mild and cautious behaviour of thp Administration. T. 
Towijshend said he thanked the noble Lord for his good 
news, though he still thought a war not very distant. He 
believed bis Lordship had had a mind to laugh away the 
question. Burke added* that the dimate of the House 
was changed a$. soon as the name of Wilkef was men- 
tioned; the doors were barricaded, and strangers were 
refused admittance. Sir G. Saville’s motion was rejected 
by 201 to 151. Lord North acquainted the House that, 
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in a few days, he hoped to lay before them regulations of 
the East India Company. 

The war with France thus vanished on the sixth day 
of its appearance. Could any sober man believe it had 
been even in contemplation ? Orders for fitting out our 
fleet had been given on the 19th, or 18th at soonest. 
They were published on the 21st. 'IJhe command had 
been given to Sir Charles Saunders on the 23rd, and on 
the 26th it was declared that France Jiad already promised 
to lay aside her armament. Suppoising we had made a 
serious remonstrance against their fleet sailing, it must 
have been very few days, if any, previous to the orders 
for equipping our own fleet, or an answer would have 
come sooner. Or was France so terrified with our menaces 
(menaces from so pacific a Court I) that she did not take 
an instant to deliberate, but obeyed our mandate almost 
sooner* than the courier could return ? Was our Court 
grown so very vigorous, so very martial, that no man 
could come up to their spirit but the most determined 
anti-Frenchman in the navy, and he in the Opposition, and 
favourite of Lord Chatham ? Was it to that Lord that 
they wished to point and direct the eyes of the nation ? 
Had France oflFered to pay a great sum to our East India 
Company on no conditions? Had they made us no 
overtures of alliance, given not a single hint from whence 
we could conjecture, before last week, that she did not 
look tranquilly on the renewal of the war between Russia 
and the Turks? Or was France indeed so sunk, that, 
having rekindled that war, she wras glad to plead to the 
Turks, whom she had promised to support, that we inti- 
midated her ? What had given diem such terror of our 
King, or Administration ?^« 'Was it the pusillanimity with 
which we had made peace, and sacrificed such important 
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conquests to purchase? Or was it the authority with 
wkich the House of Commons supported itself against the 
sheriflfe and Wilkes ; or the phlegm with which the Parlia- 
ment heard its jurisdi^ion denied and contemned by the 
people of Boston ? W'hen Lord Mansfield predominated 
in the Cabinet, when his nephew was Ambassador at Paris, 
and Lord Ohathajn was in disgrace and in the country, 
he must be credulous indeed who can believe that we 
mefv|§it Irar, or that France feared we would make it ! 

30if^. At a meeting of the ficeeholders of Middlesex, 
summoned by the Sheriflfe at Mile End, strong resolutions 
of adhering to Wilkes’s election were voted, and thanks 
returned to him, the Sheriffs, to Serjeant Glynn, and 
to Sir George Saville, for their late behaviour ; but 
great altercation and reproaches broke out between the 
factions of Wilkes and Horne,* the latter of whom was 
treated with much indignity by the adherents of the for- 
mer. Vide Horne’s account in the London Chronicle of 
May Ist. 

The same day at a General Court of Proprietors of East 
India stock, the Duke of Bichmond persuaded them to 
petition Parliament against the arUtrary resolutions of the 
House of Commons that affected their territorial rights, 
and to desire that those rights might be previously settled. 


Brentford, the bishopric of Parson Home.”— 
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SUPPLEMENT. 


Londorij April lUh^ 1773. 

The Speaker of the Hotise of Commons having sent the Sheriff of 
Middlesex the following letter : — 

From House of QpmmonSf 7th Aprils 1773. 

Sir, 

I am commanded by the House of Commons to acquaint you 
that you are, immediately upon the receipt of this, to summon the 
representatives of your county, and boroughs wdthin the same, to 
attend their service in Parliament on Monday, the 26th day of this 
instant April ; the House of Commons intending to proceed with 
the utmost severity against such of their members as shall then 
neglect to attend the service of the House. And you are to give mo 
an account of the receipt of this, and what you have done therein, 
upon pain of incmring the displeasure of the said House* 

I am, Sir, 

Your humble servant, 

Fletcher Norton. 


The Sheriffs, in pursuance hereto, yesterday summoned the several 
representatives for London, Middlesex, and Westminster, and 
sent the following letter to the Speaker ; — 


Sir, 

In consequence of your direction to us in the name of the House 
of Commons, we have given the proper notice to 


Sir Eobert Ladbroke, Knt., the Eight Hon. Thomas Hatley^, and 
Barlow Trecothick, Esq., representatives of London. ^ 

John Wilkes, Esq., and John Glynn, Esq., Knights of the Shire for 
the County of Middlesex. 

And to Earl Percy and Sir Eobert Bernard, Bart., representatives of 
Westminster, 


We have the honour to be, Sir, 

Your most obedient humble servants, 


Eichard Oliver, 
Watkin Lewes, 
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London^ April 21s^, 1773. 

The printer, by order of Mr. Wilkes, gives the following letter to 

the public from an attested copy. 

To the Right Honourdble^ir Fletcher Norton^ Knight^ Speaker of the 
House of Commms. 

(copy.) 

Sii^ Prim&^s Ccmrt^^April 2Qthj 1773. 

pursuance of your orders to the Sheriff of Middlesex on the 
7ih qf this month to summon the representatives of this county, I 
have received letter from Richard Oliver, Esq., and Sir Watkin 
Lewes, requiring my “ attendance in the House of Commons on the 
26th day of this instant April,” with a declaration “that the House 
of Commons intend to proceed with the utmost severity against 
such of their menjbers as shall then neglect to attend the service of 
the House.” 

The two gentlemen, Sir, as well as every man of sense and prin- 
ciple in the kingdom, could not entertain a doubt that the legal 
members for Middlesex were Mr. Glynn and myself, the persons 
who were chosen into Parliament by a majority of the freeholders. 
The summonses in consequence issued to us by their express direc- 
tions. The sentiments, however, of the House of Commons appear 
to me veiy different, and not less in direct opposition to every idea 
of justice than to the rights of the p^lbple. It is too evident they 
mean a continuation of their former injuries to the county of Middle- 
sex and the nation at latge, by their stiU suffering Mr. Luttrell to 
sit in Parliament, the pretended representative of freeholders who 
voted against him. In this spirit of injustice they intended the 
summons should issue to a gentleman who has no pretence to a seat 
in the House of Commons, but finds his usurpation supported by 
their«fraud and violence. - 

I have not been remiss, Sir, on this occasion in duty to my worthy 
constituents -and to my country. I neglected no opportunity of de- 
yn ^Tiding the seat to which I was so honOurably chosen, nor have I 
fyied to protest frequently, both to the ^Parliament and nation, 
against this iujustice done to the freeholders of the county of Mid- 
dlesex, as being suffered to te Represented only in part by Mr. 
Glynn, althou^ tnth the highest reputation to himself, and the 
most essential benefit to the public. On the 27th of January, 1769, 
I demanded, in person, at the baif of the House Of Cdmmons, to be 
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admitted and sworn in as one of the knights of the shire for this 
county. In a letter to you, Sir, as Speaker, on the 20th March, 
1771, 1 declared : “ In the name of the freeholders of Middlesex, I 
again demand my seat in Parliament, having the honour of being 
freely chosen, by a very great majority, one of the representatives 
for ihe said county. I am ready to takehhe oaths prescribed by 
law, and to give in my qualification as knight of the shire.” I now 
to you, Sir, as Speaker, renew the same claim in the strongest 
manner, for the injured people of England, and my constituents, the 
freeholders of the county of Middlesex. I will never cease to sup- 
port with spirit the^ clear right I derive from them by all constitu- 
tional modes of redress, till every the most iliinute trace of the late 
flagitious proceedings be utterly done away, and the guilt fully 
expiated. ^ 

The. people,. Sir, are anptious that the House should embrace the 
opportunity, which now naturally offers, of reviewingtheir conduct, 
of doing a necessary piece of justice by rescinding that arbitrary 
resolution of May 8th, 1769, which virtually repeals the Great Charter 
and the Bill of Rights in the important point of the freedom of election, 
‘‘ that Henry Lawes Luttrell, Esq., is duly ekoted a knight of the shire 
for the county of Middlesex.” While this resolution reroains in the 
Journals of the House, I assert that the House of Commons, in the 
person of one man illegally deprived of his seat in Parliament, have 
disfiunchised all the people of England, and, in the person of another, 
have assumed to themselves the right of nominating to any county, 
city, or borough, in defiance of the legal electors. The right of 
election is in the people,i%;yrf^ch they hold absolutely independent of 
the House of Commons, who are only the guardians of that and 
every other less sacred right. The present majority have betrayed 
their trust, and given up those invaluable privileges which they 
were chosen to defend and protect. Our ancestors held the freedom 
of election, sul^ject only to the.law ,the land, to be of the essence, 
as weii as the nobler part, of the franchise, Their posterity have 
been robbed of this first, this distinguishing attd fevourite tongnr of 
Englishmen;, venal senate hitherto with impunity. 

It is scarcely possible , to iinagme a precedent more fetal to the 
free constitution of .any state, or to the members 

themselv^ who, in49lgoa.g ha supine ease and luxury amid the cries 
of the staiving popr, unfeeling as unrepenting, now glory in the rich 
spoils of this ignoble victory over their bleeding country, and, per- 
haps, their ppsferiiy..,^ sense of their 

own danger, since ^^ey a^py voice of truth and liberty. 

Should the rewlution I have mentioned not he rescinded, the pre- 
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cedent is at hand to justify the further violence of any minion or 
minister against themselves, on the slightest act of disobedience or 
neglect. It is not necessary to call in a jury of our countrymen 
to try the fact on oath. A complaisant and corrupt majority may be 
induced, after a mock examination of two or three witnesses not 
sworn, to vote any man, abnojdous to a despotio court or ministry, 
guilty of a libel, even against a profligate peer, to expel him the 
House, and adopt in his room some forward slave of power, who will 
court and kiss tho'l^ase drains forged by a tyrant, without any 
apateal having been made by the party pretending to be aggrieved 
bj>|^^bel' either to the laws of the land or of honour. Such a pre* 
ce&nCiis now on record, the most admired page in the thirty folio 
volumes of the Journals, and engraven on the cankered hearts of our 
modim courtiers and ministers. 

The reverence I have for Parliaments, Sir, has induced me to state 
the mischiefs with which we are threatened should the resolution not 
be rescinded. By the servile and iniquitous conduct of the present 
House of Commons, the regard of Ihe people to that part of our con- 
stitution is visibly weakened. The majority of the members are 
abhorred as the instruments of ministerial tyranny, not revered as 
ihe protectors of the rights of the nation. They are become odious 
as well as criminal j for, from the meanest and most interested 
motives, they have totally subverted the constitution, and effected 
an jtbsolute dissolution of that Mr and, equal system of power by 
which we have hitherto been, and alone can be, legally governed. 
They have Mien into the lowest state of humiliation and contempt. 
If, however, they persevere in the violation of our ftmdamental 
rights, if they continue actuated by the same spirit of usurpation 
and lawless violence, one hope still remains, the wisdom and virtue 
of a future independent Parliament, which cannot Ml soon to give 
vigour and success to the honest efforts of all real patriots for the 
restoration of the constitution, and to pour just vengeance on their 
guilty predecessors. 

I am, Sir, j^our most humble servant, 

John Wilkes. 

Might Hormrdtk Sir Metdier Norton, 

Speaker of the House Gownonsi 
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dird. Petition of Ihe Court of Proprietors presented to 
the House, and ordered to lie on the table. Lord North 
moved for leave to bring in a bill to regulate the affairs of 
the Company at home and abroad, and he stated the chief 
correctives he had in view. Lord Clive then spoke for 
two hours and a half on his own case, and was heard with 
the utmost attention, and, though he did not convince, 
astonished and gained the admiration of all his audience. 
It was not a piece of regular and set oratory, but the 
artful effusions of a man, master of his cause, of himself, 
and of the passions of others, which he raised, interested, 
or amused, as he found necessary. He ^ was bold and 
seemingly frank, rather than apologising and as secure of 
having gained sufficient support, or above danger, from his 
credit or the timidity of his judges, or impotence of his 
adversaries, he dealt his censures liberally, nay, seemingly 
without discrimination ; and though he appeared to have 
gained wealth enough to indemnify him, he assunied great 
merit from having acquired no more, attributing to mode- 
ration w^t probably had been the effect of his prudence. 
HLs allusions and applications wcto happy, and when he 
was vulgar he was rarely trivial. ScOm of his enemies and 
even of his judges escaped, yet did but make him more 
formidable ; and while the Ministers and the Parliament 
sunk before him, he shone eminently as a real great man, 
who had dope great things, and who had the merit of not- 
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having committed more ^(perhaps not worse) villanies, 
when it appeared that he had known how to be more 
guilty, even with impunity. Little reply was made, and 
some even flattered h^.' 

It was notorious, however, that he owed his indemnity 
neither to innocence nor eloquence. Lord North was an 
upright man, but ^of no decisive rigour. The Opposition 
were disposed to court Lord Olive rather than arraign him. 

wa^ suspected th^t he had had recourse to private cor- 
j^pticm of some of the secret junto at Court, and it came 
out b^ore the Secret Committee that in 1766 he had 
obliged the Great Mogul, his tool, to write a letter to the 
King, telling his Majesty that he had sent him ,a rich 
present of diamonds. “ I may write the letter,” said the 
Mogul, “but you know 1 have no diamonds.” — “ Do you 
write the letter,” said Clive, “ and I will find diamonds.” 
He did : he plundered a Nabob. One of the diamonds 
was alone worth 12,000/. Thurlow, a proper blood- 
hound to pur^e such a tiger, offered to take up Lord 
Clive, as Attorney-General, and made out the charge. 
Wedderburo, the Solicitor-General, no.honester than the 
accuser or the criminal, was a warm advocate fbr the latter, 
and had better interest with the ruling cabal. Lord North 
wavered and inclined to middle measures. Thurlow dis- 
dained -to lend himself to modified proceedings. Men of 
more virtue were afraid of retrospects and laws ex post 
facto, and saw too much promiscuous criminality to think 
it just to select a single though capital delinquent. Lord 
Clive had urged that he had had opportunities of making 
the vastest fortune that could have been acquired since (be 
fall of th^ Roman republic. His case proved the simili- 
tude of the times. With 'the frankness of Julius Csesar he 
promised himself an escape like Verres. The innocent 
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alone do not escape in such times. The public are the 
victims, when great men dare, and when Government is 
timid, and good men tender. 

On the \0th the scene began i|) open, or rather the 
drama to proceed, and its outset wasi' indeed extraordinary, 
both from a revolution in opinions unprecedentedly preci- 
pitate, from the magnitude of the object, determined, and 
^m the inconsideration with which it was decided. Lord 
North had kept himself clear from acting as a party; yet 
it was suspected that he had privately encouraged General 
Burgoyne (become an enthusiast against Lord Clive) to 
proceed. The Bedford party^ at least showed themselves 
his enemies without reserve. Lord Norlii, however, had 
taken his measures so loosely that he checked Thurlow 
from bearing a part in the debate I am going to mention 
till late in the day, changed his own opinion, at least his 
conduct, in the course of the debate, bad consulted no 
members previously at a meeting, and with his usual indif- 
ference slept during some of the most interesting pSrts of 
the discussion. General Burgoyne began his attack with 
bitter invectives on Clive’s most glaring crimes, particularly 
on his enormous bribe to Omichund, the Nabob’s minister, 
to procure the assassination of his master. He- recapi- 
tulated other treacheries and perfidies in which, Clive had 
almost gloried, at least only palliated as necessary strokes 
of policy. Burgoyne then read three resolutions he pro- 
posed to move : First, that all acquisitions made under the 
influence ofa military force, or by treaty with foreign force, 
do of right belong to the State. Second, that to appro- 
priate acquisitions acquired under the influence of a 


' Bi^bypartkmlaHy hated Walsh’s election, Olive’s friend; and 
ever since Mr. Grenville’s Administrar the moment the election was safe, Lord 
tion, when they had saved Governor Olive had turned against them. 
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military force, or by treaty, &c., to a private use, is illegal. 
Third, that great sums of money have been obtained by 
such means from the Sovereign princes in India. These 
were great questions indeed. The first pronounced on the 
capital point, the point of Sovereignty ; a question eagerly 
contended for by Lord Chatham, denied by the East India 
Company, claimed and ambitioned by the Crown, staved 
oflF by Lord North, and that ought certainly to be settled 
on the most mature deliberation. The second declared 
cljnee which, from the novel nature of the war in India, 
could Scarce come under any known law, it being in fact a 
war of invasion on an amicable power, though metamor- 
phosed by military merchants into a war with rebel Nabobs, 
who had usurped the dominion of provinces committed to 
their government, and which those our martial merchants 
had converted into an empire for themselves. The third 
question condemned unnamed persons of peculation, on the 
mere report of the Select Committee headed by Burgoyne, 
without producing any evidence but the narrative, or speci- 
fying the accused, or hearing them in their defence, though 
they would yet be entitled to trial. Wedderbum, with all 
the arts of his profession, and all the resources of oratory, 
exposed in a long deduction, the vague and dangerous im- 
propriety of the motions, especially of the first, and made 
such sensible impression on the House, that he assumed 
triumph on the victory gained for his client. He did not, 
he said, advise dereliction of the prosecution, but demanded 
time, suspense, and sober correction of so large and im- 
portant a questjon, for which reason he moved for the 
previous question ; casting out at the ■same time threats of 
recrimination on Burgoyne, who, he hinted, ought to reform 
bis own character ere he commenced reformer. Lord 
North alleged the question was too ill digested, and Dyson 
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stated the informalities of it ; and though Dunning, Corn- 
wall, and others, bore hard on Clive, the tone of the 
House ran irresistibly for delay and temper. Lord Clive 
said little, and with arrogant haughtiness, that did not 
conceal strong dismay, referred to his great services, to 
the approbation of the King and the public, and to the 
insolent defences he had already raad.e ; as if services 
covered all crimes, as if the public did not always re-echo 
the first shouts of victory, as if the honours bestowed by 
the Crown had not been at least as much a retainer for 
private services as the reward of merit, and as if avowing 
plunder and assassination were an adequate apology. At 
last, while Dyson was labouring to find milder and more 
technical terms, Thurlow rose, answered Wedderburn’s 
arguments, and in a moment revived and heightened the 
odium against Lord Clive. This was at past ten at night. 
Still nobody doubted but that the matter was to be post- 
poned ; but no ne«v words being found, and the Speaker 
being appealed to, what question was to be proposed, it 
appeared that Wedderburn’s motion for the. previous ques- 
tion, or order of the day, I forget which, had not been 
seconded and could not therefore be put, and there re- 
mained none but Burgoyne’s, which had not been mitigated 
or corrected. Young Mr. Cavendish, however, said he 
seconded Wedderburn’s fiiotion, but being a very absurd 
man, he only drew ridicule on what had no other support. 
It happened too that the'House was exceedingly crowded. 
It would have been unpopular to exclude many who might 
be proprietors of India stock, and unpolite, as many ladies 
were present too. Yet the heat was intolerable, and the 
younger men, Who had gone away to dinner aqd returned 
flushed with wine, growing impatient as the interesting 
part of the debate was over,, they roared impetuously for 

VOL. I. p 
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the question.* There was no question ready but Bur- 
goyne’s, for Wedderburn’s. was not attended to; and thus, 
without almost a negative, Burgoyne’s momentous resolu- 
tion, that had been abandoned, was, before eleven at night, 
voted as the general sense of the House of Commons. In 
so tumultuous a manner was the Sovereignty of three Im- 
perial vast provinces transferred from the East India 
Company to the Crown ! so rashly did one House of 
Paaliaraent decide ! and in such a labyrinth had the Minis- 
try^nvblved itself, a clue through which the wisest man 
cannot see. And though Lord North declared the 
resolution should not deprive the Company of the posses- 
sion for the six years which had been promised to them, 
still the right was transferred, and a limit set to their 
enjoyment of dominion. A proof of the change appeared 
in two days, for the stock fell three per cent. Nor could 
Lord North foresee the embarrassments into which he had 
plunged. The second question passed like the first ; and 
though the third was postponed to the here were 

criminals denounced ; and when victims are pointed out to 
a turbulent nation, a Minister runs the double hazard of 
sacrificing or screening them; and a line of prosecution 
was marked out, without precedent to follow, or any system 
of proceeding digested. Lord Chatham had been deemed, 
and was, absurd, to preclude the Duke, of Grafton, First 
Lord of the Treasury, and Charles Townshend, Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, from conducting the business of India 
through j:he House. In his vapouring way he had con- 
signed it over to vapouring Beekford, crying, “ Throw it 
into the House of Commons and it’ will find its way.” 


2 Walpole in a letter to Mason, May wonld melt their rouge and wither their 
15, 1773, says the House was so veiy nosegays/’— H. 
hot, “the young members thought it 
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Lord North and all sober men had condemned so un- 
systematic, Sb unwise a method — the method adopted now, 
partially and without the same gigantic though rash ideas. 
It will be seen whether Lord North, will creep with more 
success than Lord Chatham flew ; or whether he can fly 
without wings where Lord Chatham’s wings melted. 

Nor was this singular day without interlude almost 
as singular. Towards night, ‘General Bui^oyne took up 
the hint of recrimination thrown at ][jim by Wedderburn. 
The latter avowed it, and said he had seen, in a paper 
called Junim, complaints of an election carried by military 
force.® A charge, he said, might be brought into the House 
on such foundation. “ I am now personally marked,” said 
Burgoyne, “and rejoice in the opportunity. I have long 
groaned in secret for an occasion of venting myself against 
those scandalous aspersions ; and if that wretch Junius is 
lurking here in any corner of this House, I now tell 
him to his face he is an assassin, a liar, and a coward.” 
But what excuse for Wedderburn! The Court, Lord 
Mansfleld in courts of judicature, every man almost had 
pronounced the writings of Junius libels. The Attorney- 
General first, the Solicitor-General next, are the prose- 
cutors of libels. Here was the Solicitor-General ranking 
the aspersions of that writer against the tender honour of 
an officer, an officer that had distinguished^ himself, and 
that was countenanced by the Crown, as matter for parlia- 
mentary charge against a member of Parliament I Would 
Wedderb^rn plead against the author and printer? would 


® It was Burgoyne’s at Preston, for 
which he bad been fined. In the same 
paper Burgoyne was treated as a game- 
ster and sharper. [Burgoyne was 
quartered at Preston when he married 
Lady Charlotte Stanley. Her father. 


the Earl of Derby, was indignant at the 
match, for the penmleji^ young ofdcer 
was the natural son of Lord Bingley. 
The parties, however, were soon recon- 
ciled.— D.] 

p 2 
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he condemn the paper, and yet make use of it ? would he 
— rather, what would he not do ? He had feen against 
Wilkes, had drawn up the remonstrance of the county 
of York in behalf of Rilkes, and is Solicitor-General ! 

Mth. The Court of East India Proprietors voted, 319 
to 149, not to agree with the Government’s plan. They 
were chiefly led by the Duke of Richmond and Governor 
Johnston, though these two did not agree, the latter 
e#n felling the Du^e that he hoped his Grace did not 
mean to make the India Company an engine of party. 
Lord North, though so routed in his measures, affected 
to talk in a high strain, and threatened to force the Com- 
pany to pay their debt to the Government, since they 
would not accept the letter’s terms. 

I must return to the history of the Duke and Duchess of 
Gloucester, which' became very important. The servility 
of all who looked up to the Court, and the timidity of the 
Opposition, who, though with little hopes, looked up thither 
too, bad, after the first demonstrations of respect from no 
considerable number, left the Duke and Duchess pretty 
much abandoned — a foul reflection on an independent 
nation ! The nobility of France had recently testified 
attachment to a fallen minister,^ and continued to resort to 
him, even to braving their all-puissant Monarch. The 
nobility 'of England shrunk from the King’s own brother. 
And on what*pretence,? — for having matched with a woman 
of th'eir own rankj Some had gone to her, repeated, and 
went no more. Some made paltry excuses. The Duke 
refused .to receive any more who should not visit the 
Duchess as well as him. Lord and? Lady Waldegrave,® 
her first ljusband’s brother, and sister-in-law, whether to 

4 The Due de Choiseul. 

» John, EarLWaldegrave, and Lady Elizabeth Woldegrave, his Countess,. 
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insult or soften her, after their neglect, would have visited 
her daughters. She very properly refused to allow of such 
a visit. The Countess of Powis,* niece to the Duchess 
and to Lord Waldegrave, and who had been the warmest 
assertor of the marriage, sent her daughter (her lord dying 
at that very time) with unusual ceremony to make excuses 
for not paying her duty till she quitted her weeds. The 
Duchess, in acknowledgment of the attention, sent her 
daughters to visit the young lady : but Lady Powis, by an 
excess of absurdity and meanness, though in the most 
affluent circumstances, thought better on it, and neither 
went herself to the Duchess, nor suffered her daughter to 
return the visit of her cousins, though they were children 
of a senior Earl — I am sorry such trifles are characteristics 
of the debased spirit of the English peerage. They are 
worthy of being recorded too, as the King and Queen 
descended to court such sacrifices. Their vengeance now 
broke out in more glaring colours ; and passions let loose 
are sure to appear in their true complexion, and almost as 
sure to be accompanied by folly, as folly is by mortifica- 
tion. The ensuing scene began with the blackest circum- 
stances, and ended with pusillanimity and discomfiture. 

The Duke had, so early as December 7th of the pre- 
ceding year, acquainted the King with the pregnancy of 
the Duchess. No notice had been taken of it. She 
reckoned at the end of May, or beginning of June. , At 
the beginning of May a great cold brought on the Duke a 
violent attack of his asthmatic complaint; and reduced him 
to such extreme danger that Dr. Jebbe demanded another 
physician. In that weak and perilous state, and torn with 


® Barbara Herbert, daughter of Lord Herbert, Earl of Powis ; her mother was 
Edward Herbert, brother of the Marquis I^ady Henrietta Waldegrave, who after- 
of Powis, and widow of Henry Arthur wards married Mr. Beard, the singer. 
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apprehensions for his wife, and a child ready to be born, 
whose state and provision were unprovided for, his Royal 
Highness sent a letter by Legrand to the King, warning 
him of the Duchess’s approach to her term, and beseeching 
his Majesty to send the great officers of the Council to the 
'delivery — a demand not only reasonable, but prudential, 
as the Duchess of Bedford and Lord and Lady Walde- 
grave had had the spiteful insolence to publish that the 
Diehls of Gloucester was not with child. Lady Walde- 
giwe'^said, that it would prove like the Duchess’s false 
pregnancy after her husband’s death, by which she had kept 
his brother nine months out of the title and estate. The 
fact was this: the Duchess of Gloucester, at her first 
husband Lord Waldegrave’s death, had a disorder in her 
breast, which was attended by other circumstances which 
made her believe and declare herself with child. At the 
end of six months, finding herself not pregnant, she ordered 
her man-midwife. Dr. Hunter, who had told her she was 
not, to acquaint Lord and Lady Elizabeth Waldegrave 
that they might be out of their suspense, and assure them- 
selves they would enjoy the title and estate. Dr. Hunter 
advised her not to send such a message, as be might he 
mistaken. She followed his advice — but he himself went 
and acquainted Lady Elizabeth Waldegrave with the very 
secret, that he might have the merit of betraying it, instead 
of letting his patient act in the generous and, friendly 
manner she had** intended. She underwent a terrible 
operation of several minutes, which she bore with her 
usual constancy, at her father’s house, and which entirely 
removed the gathering in her breast. 

The King put the letter, addressed to him by the Duke 
of Gloucester, into his pocket without vouchsafing to read 
it. A week passed without an answer. The Duke’s 
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anxiety increased, and the bad effects it had on his health 
alarmed the very few to whom he imparted his distress. 
It was not to be borne — on the Vlth he wrote again. 
Cold silence was still the return. The Prince then sent 
Colonel Eainsford to Lord Epchford, Secretary of State, 
to press for an answer. The King said to the Secretary 
of State, “ My brother presses me very hard !” “ Alas !” 
said' the Duke, when he was told of that complaint, “I 
wrote first in December, and had no ^nswer, and the King 
complains now in May that I press him !” Lord Kochfbrd 
promised to bring an answer the next day; but wrote to 
say the King wanted time for more mature deliberation ; 
but would send an answer on the day following. 

On the Yjth Lord Rochford waited on the Duke with 
the following message in writiftg, which he delivei’cd to his 
Royal Highness : “ Lord Rochford is ordered by the King 
to acquaint your Royal Highness that his Majesty has 
received both your letters, but that in an affair of this con- 
sequence he could not send an answer until his Majesty 
had given them mature consideration ; and has ordered 
me to acquaint your Royal Highness, that, at a proper 
time after the delivery of the Duchess, your marriage, as 
well as the birth of the child, shall be properly inquired 
into, in order that both may be authenticated. The King 
has ordered* me to say farther to your Royal Highness, 
that it would be right to have some of your principal 
servants present as witnesses to testify the event ; and this 
is the only part his Majesty can take with propriety, for he 
can be no otherwise concerned than as to the legality of 
the proceeding, as he cannot but disapprove of the mar- 
riage.— May 17 th^ 1773.” 

Let me stop for a moment, and remark this memorable 
message,: accompanied with some brutal circumstances, 
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T^hich I will' mention presently, when I come to relate the 
conversation the Duke had with Lord Kochford after 
he had delivered his message, which conversation his 
Boyal Highness repeated to me afterwards. 

The cruelty of such trej^tment, when three lives were 
at stake, the Duke’s, the Duchess’s, and the child’s, is the 
first glaring feature that strikes and makes one shudder. 
Was the Duke’s crime so heinous that a fond brother 
di| not hesitate to plunge three poignards in his heart ? 
T\^s it designed to expedite all three? But, without 
diving into hearts, let us weigh the atrociousness of the 
message ; and let the dictator, or advisers, answer to pos- 
terity for the legacy of a civil war, the possibility of which 
at least they seemed to be laying a foundation for. Was 
this the legacy of the fathef of his people ? What were 
the fi’iends that suggested, or the ministers that acquiesced 
in, such a plan ? Are the words too strong ? — compare 
them with the message. After the delivery of the 
Duchess the marriage shall be properly inquired into.” 
What ! and suffer a dubious heir to the Crown to be born, 
after the pregnancy had been notified six months ! authen- 
ticate the marriage after the delivery ! Three lives ! ten 
thousand lives might have been involved in those words. 
What a thunderstroke to the Duchess, at the eve of child- 
birth, to tell her her marriage, would be questioned, her 
child’s legitimacy must be examined ! Her fortitude bore 
the shock, and her anxiety for the Duke’s sufferings made 
her command her temper, and act with cheerfulness — a 
merit far superior to phlegm. 

The Duke, as haughty as the proudest of his race, was 
roused by such injurious treatment. It awakened all the 
feelings and faculties of his soul, and called forth a fund 
of sense and capacity that had dosed under respect for 
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a brother he, till that hour, tenderly loved. With g, 
mixture of wisdom and dignity he sent Lord Eochford 
the next day the following message in writing: — 

“The Duke of Gloucester desires Lord Kochford will 
present his humble and most respectful duty to the King, 
and acquaint his Majesty that he has considered the very 
important message which he received yesterday by Lord 
Eochford, as maturely as the shortness of the time would 
admit. The Duke desires that Lord^Eochford will repre- 
sent that, lest the want of an authentication of his marriage 
should produce a disinclination to direct the attendance 
of the Privy Council at the Duchess’s delivery (which is 
his very earnest and humble request), it is the first object 
of that request that he may be permitted to authenticate 
his marriage as soon as may he in any manner that shall 
be thought requisite.” 

The King had not expected either such quickness or 
firmness. The Duke’s extreme decency and respect had 
always bordered on fear of his brother ; and perhaps it was 
so when in the King’s presence ; but that awe was uiifelt 
at a distance, resentment had succeeded, and the Duke 
was too shrewd not to have observed that magnanimity 
was not in the list of his Majesty’s own great qualities. 
Of this remark the Duke made artful use, and the King 
bent as fast as the Duke pushed him. Lord Eochford 
wrote this answer to Colonel Eainsford : — 

“ Lord Eochford presents his compliments to Colonel 
Eainsford, and desires he would acquaint his Eoyal High- 
ness the Duke of Gloucester that Lord Eochford cannot 
have the honour of bringing his Eoyal Highness an 
answer fi:om the King to his Eoyal Highness’s message 
until to-morrow evening, as the King has thought fit to 
defer giving it to Lord Eochford until to-morrow, but 
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that at any hour to-morrow evening that shall be most 
convenient to his Koyal Highness Lord Rochford will 
have the honour of waiting on him. — May 19th, 1773.” 

On the 20/A Lord Rochford went accordingly to the 
Duke, and acquainted him that the King would appoint 
the Archbishop of Canterbury,’ the Lord Chancellor, and 
the Bishop of Lopdon to inquire into the marriage, and 
to report their opinions to him, w£ich he would have 
erifer^d into the Council books. Of the rest of that con- 
vei^alaon and the preceding, I shall give an account 
presently and together, not knowing them precisely se- 
parate, as the Duke blended them in his narrative to me, 
and forgot some which he told to the Duke of Richmond 
and- the Bishop of Exeter, with whom I compared the 
notes I had taken, till I had them accurately. 

The Duke of Richmond was sent for by the Duke of 
Gloucester on that evening of the 20th. His Royal 
Highness told the Duke the whole, and acquainted his 
Grace with what till then had been secret, that he had 
been married to Lady Waldegrave, on the 6th of Sep- 
tember, 1766, by her own Chaplain, at her house in Pall 
Mall ; that no witnesses had been present, and that the 
Chaplain was dead. He added that his brother Cumber- 
land had often .put questions to him on his marriage, and 
that, not being satisfied by him, the Duke of Cumberland 
had guessed that all the common forms had not been 
observed ; and the Duke of Gloucester had heard that 
his brother Cumberland had boasted of his own 'marriage 
being more regular in the ceremonial than his brother 
Gloucester’s. This the Duke suspected had reached the 


7 Dr. Cornwallis ; the rotits given at remonstrance from George III., at the 
Lambeth Palace by his elegant and instigation of Lady Huntingdon.— D. 
fashionable wife called forth a spirited 
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King’s ears, and inspired him with the idea of inquiring 
into the marriage. Jhus did the Duchess of Gloucester 
taste the fruits of the indiscreet dislike she had expressed 
for the Duchess of Cumberland. The Duke had already 
seen Dunning, who assured him the marriage was indis- 
solubly valid and legal. He had many corroborative 
proofs, as will , appear, and had made jeveral wills in her 
favour, avowing her his wife. The Duke had also com- 
municated the transaction with the I^ing to Lord George 
Germaine and Sir "William Meredith. The Duke of 
Richmond begged his leave to inform Lord Rockingham 
and me. The Duke replied that he meant his Grace 
should tell it to Lord Rockingham : for me, he would 
consult the Duchess. He went, and returning said the 
Duchess had answered he could not tell me unless he 
told her father too, and that one of us would be timid ; 
which Richmond interpreting of me, assured the Duke 
he did not know me if he thought I was timid ; and from 
his great friendship for me added many encomiums I did 
not deserve. It would not have surprised me if an 
ambitious woman, whose projects of aggrandizement I had 
vehemently opposed, ascribed it to apprehensions. Alas ! 
I bad but too well foreseen the distresses into which she 
would plunge herself; and I now saw with what intre- 
pidity she had done it. I started when the Duke of 
Richmond told me she had had no witnesses to her 
marriage. It is so common to have them that I had 
concluded them necessary, and I cried out, when he 
showed me the- words in Lord R^chford’s message of the 
Kind’s ddsap^ovinff ' the marriage (for the Duke of Rich- 
mond told me the whole at midnight, though the Duke 
desired him to defer it till next day), “My Lord, those 
words are dictated by Lord Mansfield; I know him; he 
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ipserted in the preamble of the Koyal Marriage Bill last 
year, t/iat mdmtly the marriages ^ the Boyal Family 
were dependent on the prerogative ; and he will now urge 
that assertion against my niece.” The Duke of Eichmond 
assured me that Dunning said he would maintain the 
legality of the marriage against Lord Mansfield in every 
court in England that the common law required no 
witnesses ; that the declaration of the parties was sufficient ; 
and|th|^ the Court of' Delegates had pronounced in favour 
of Hervey but last year, though she could not 

remember even the month in which she was married, and 
though her husband denied the marriage 5 but having 
often acknowledged her as his wife, and she claiming him, 
the notoriety had been deemed sufficient. The Duke too 
had been excepted by the clause in Lord Hardwicke’s 
Marriage Act which exempted the Eoyal Family from 
the new law. I was satisfied. I saw too the springs of 
the Duchess’s conduct. She had determined to be a 
pfincess and to preserve her virtue. She satisfied her 
ambition and her conscience, and left the rest to chance 
and the Duke’s honour — she ought not to have trusted 
him. He owned to the Bishop of Exeter* that he was 
so afraid her vanity Mould hurry her to disclose the 
marriage, that he would not let her have witnesses, that 
she might not be able to prove it. He knew, he said, 
that he could and should do her justice *, how did she know 
he would ? Lord Kockingham observed that, should the 
marriage by any chicane be set aside, the King would be 
free not to make any royal provision for either the Duchess 
or the child. Eichmond proposed to the Marquis that they 


« Tho Bishop was the Duke’s brother- 1813; having survived her husband 
in-law ; liis wife Laura being the elder thirty-six years.— D. 
sister of the Duchess. She died in* 
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should go to the Council and protest against a breach of 
the marriage, but Lord Eockingham vi’as not so eager. 

On the '2\st the Duke of Gloucester sent the Bishop of 
Exeter to my brother Sir Edward Walpole and to me, 
to make excuses for not having acquainted ua sooner with 
what had passed between the King and his Eoyal High- 
ness, but the Duke said he had determined the Court 
should not have it to say that he had be'en governed by the 
Duchess’s relations and had not acted from himself. In 
the evening I went to his Royal Highness, when, taking me 
into another chamber alone, he gave me a long account 
of his two conversations with Lord Rochford, in wKich, 
though the latter submitted to execute a most indecent 
commission, yet he professed so much respect for the Duke, 
that he even talked of resigning the Seals and voting for 
the validity of his Royal Highness’s marriage. The Duke 
only laughed to me at zeal so divided to both sides ; 
and as he knew the weakness and prating disposition 
of Lord Rochford, he had encouraged him to talk away, 
checking him only when it was necessary to give firm 
answers to the King. The Earl had begun by telling 
him in so many words from the King, that he had 
asked for the Privy Councillors only out of pride — what 
accents for a brother to send ! and for a minister to arti- 
culate ! “ Out of pride ! ” said the Duke ; “ my Lord, 

the Privy Council can do me no honour \ I demand their 
attendance, for the satisfaction of the King and the nation. 
The King may, if he pleases, forbid their coming, but I 
will summon them, and they shall answer it at their peril 
to the nation if they refuse. But the King advises me to 
summon my chief servants; that is not his Majesty’s busi- 
ness ; they are my servants, and every one of them shall 
attend. Qn my part, my Lord, let me tell your Lordship, 
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and the rest of the King’s Ministers, that none of you shall 
dare to tell the King that I am hostile to his Majesty. I 
married like a boy, but I will defend my marriage like a 
man. Out of respect to the King I concealed it ; to satisfy 
him and tht nation I must now authenticate it ; and if 
his Majesty does not forthwith take the necessary steps for 
verifying it, I myself will summon the House of Lords, 
w^l go thither myself, and in person beseech the House 
tci|prl8ss the King for despatch.” This last sentence was 
uttered in the first conversation, and alarmed so much, 
that in the second, the King having stooped, as he was 
wont to do after bullying, to cajoling, Lord Rochford 
vaunted the King’s kind intentions, and that he would pre- 
fer him in the army. This w'as the most pitiful piece of 
all regal craft.® He was determined never to make the 
Duke Commander-fn-Chief ; having the first regiment of 
Guards, he could not go higher; the whole of that paltry 
offer could consist but in a government that could not be 
worth a Prince’s acceptance ; so far from it, the Duke 
rejected the tender with scorn, and bid the Earl tell the 
King that he would not keep his regiment unless he 
found more justice. I told the Duke that Lord Hertford 
had been with me that morning, and I suspected by 
command; that he had said to me, if anything sinister 
happened to the Duke, he dared to say the King would 


^ A similar instance happened not 
long after, Mr. Adair the surgeon 
offered his Majesty a portrait of the 
Duke of Gloucester, Th o?Kang thanked 
him extremely, and ordered liis dear 
brother’s picture to be hung in his own 
bedchamber. This was taking after 
his father. When Frederick Prince of 
Wales had taken the Princess &om 
Hampton Court, though in labour, and 
in the most insulting manner to the 
King and Queen, the Queen went 'the 


next morning to see the Princess at St. 
James's. The Prince led her down 
stairs without speaking to her, but 
when he came into the street, and be- 
fore the mob, lie knelt down in the dirt 
and kissed her band. [Walpole has 
antedated the above incident. It was 
not on the “ next morning,” but on the 
second visit, nine days later. Caroline 
and her son, whom she hated, never met 
again in this world, -^D.] 
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take care of the Duchess and the child, but would go no. 
farther ; that is, would never receive her at Court. The 
Duke said, he believed there was foundation for this report, 
for he had had the same intelligence another way. In 
truth I trusted to it so little, or to any Royal promises, that 
I had pressed my brother, the Bishop of Exeter, and others 
about the Duke, to persuade him to make submissions to 
the King, and get to Court, even without die Duchess, 
for, the Duke once pardoned, the King could not avoid 
making a proper settlement on the Duchess and the issue. 
My brother asked me if I would have the Duke make 
mean submissions ! I replied, “ The King is his King as well 
as his elder brother. If you had quarrelled .with nie, even 
without a cause, I wopld ask your pardon as you are my 
elder brother, though I would ask pardon of no other gen- 
tleman in England.” The Bishop tol3 me it would be in 
vain to try to persuade the Duke to humble himself. He 
would at first have consented to waive the acknowledg- 
ment of the Duchess at Court, but that the case was 
altered now ; that she was bringing him a child, whose 
mother should not be affronted, and that he vowed he 
would not go to Court, but leading the Duchess by the hand. 
Still I urged this to him myself at the convei’sation I have 
been mentioning ; and though no man could more abhor the 
cruelty and duplicity with which he had been treated, I did 
not think it right to exasperate the quarrel, but to endea- 
vour to allay it. He showed me the written messages ; I 
spoke severely on the inquiry after the birth. “ Nobody,” 
said thff Duke, “ but has started at that word as well as you ; 
but,” continued he, “ I am as much offended at the word dis- 
approve.” ‘‘ I beg your Ro^al Highness’s pardon,” replied 
I, “ but I cannot, Sir, agree with you. There is no man but 
will justify the King’s displeasure at your marriage. Your 
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JEloyal Highness has been pleased to say you married like 
a boy/ and therefore, Sir, I may repeat the word ; you 
did marry like a boy, and I do not wonder the King was 
offended ; we all feel the same in the same case.” “ Oh ! ” 
said the Duke, “ it is not in that sense that I dislike the 
word disapprove. ISTo, it is because I think it is meant to 
imply that m^ mafriage is not valid without the King’s ap- 
probation.” He told me that on his coming over he had 
ii^e^ded warmly for his brother Cumberland, and that he 
had meant to give the King that loophole for not quarrel- 
ling with him himself. I commended his whole conduct 
extremefy, as indeed it deserved ; I told him he had been 
in the right to consult nobody but himself, and that, having 
found the excellence of his own judgment, I hoped he 
would not trust to that of others.* “ I am sure. Sir,” said I, 
“ you will not consult younger men.” “ No,” said the Duke. 
“ Then, Sir,” said I, “ pray do not consult older, whose 
hearts you will find worse than your own.” He smiled. I 
commended his throwing all <the blame on the Ministers, 
who were responsible for all that had passed, though 
Lord Eochford had owned to him that the King had 
dictated the message himself in Council, and corrected the 
expressions himself. Still I urged him to charge all on the 
Ministers, which would give him room to distinguish, and 
profess the more deference for the King. I said, I wished 
to see them reconciled, and that I should always preach 
moderate measures : that I thought, when he should have 
proved his marriage, he had done enough for the Duchess 
and our family ; that he ought then to think of himself. 
He told me, he knew the King bettea^^than I did, and that 

I He was twenty-three years of a^e * Tliere was not one of his servants 
when be married Lady Waldegrave, in or confidants that had common sense. 
1766.— P. . 
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firmness was the best method of dealing with him : and so 
it proved. He spoke with indignation of the Committee 
of three Lords appointed to inquire into his marriage. 
He called them a Court of Inquisition, and said, some 
persons had advised him not to allow of their commission 
(Dunning and Lee, I knew, had treated their authority 
with much contempt, and declared it not worth a straw). 
He told me that, Lord Eochford having mentioned the 
marriage of the Duke of York with Lord Clarendon’s 
daughter, he had replied, “ My Lord,*I wish the King my 
brother would act like Charles II. ! the Duke of York, of 
whose character I will say nothing now, wanted to disown 
his marriage, but Charles II. forced him to acknowledge 
her. He spoke with more resentment far of the King 
than the Ministers, except where I thought he pointed at 
Lord Mansfield. I told him, I would promise him never 
to tell him any ill to hurt anybody with him ; but I would 
tell him of anybody that wished him well, and named the 
Duchess of Argyle,® who ha4 told me she had asked Lord 
North when they should see his Eoyal Highness at Court 
again ; Lord North replied, “ Madam, I w’sh it as much as 
you do ; I only wait for the King’s giving me an opportu- 
nity of pressing it.” The Duke said he believed Lord 
North was well disposed to him ; he had heard that Lord 
North had even spoken in his favour, but had been told by 
the King that* it was a private family affair, and that his 
Lordship had nothing to do with it. “ Then, Sir,” said I, 
“ my inference is, that Lord North is not First Minister.” 
The Duke said that Lord Eochford had told him all the 
King meant was to prove the jparriage for form’s sake, and 
for the sake of the child. I said, I wished hisEpyal High- 

3 Formerly the handsome Miss Gunning, and wife of the Duke of Hamilton.— D. 
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dointliose words, and tafee inenioran Jums 

of the whole transaction. He answered, that he had a 
good memory, and had not loaded it, but he ordered me to 
make notes of all he had told me. - 

If the Duke had acted thus far with , resolution and dig- 
nity, in the ensuing scene he displayed an equal portion of 
quickness and solidity, assuming a tone of authority that 
was at once the ' expression of his innate loftiness, and 
p|oved the extent of his understanding. He was aware of 
tK, iinbecility of the Lords Commissioners ; he suspected 
the mischievous views of those who had selected them, and 
he knew that by inspiring them with awe he should convey 
the same impressions to the King and Lord Mansfield, wlio 
rarely abandoned mischief but from cowardice. Dr. Corn- 
wallis, the Archbishop, was an honest, good ivian — firm 
when convinced, but inclined to decency and moderation ; 
and yet more likely to fear being imposed upon, in a deli- 
cate case, by those who persecuted than by those who were 
the objects of persecution. This temper was fortunate to 
the Duke’s situation. The Chancellor* was a wretched 
animal, disposed to be insolent, but so improperly, that the 
probability lay for his serving those he meant to hurt, by 
over-officiousness. Indeed he hurt himself most by the 
ineamiess of his conduct and intellects. Dr. Terrick, Bishop 
of Londbn, was no less devoted a tool. Plausibility was 
his highest merit : it served him instead of ^Virtues, learn- 
ing, and instead of art and understanding. As he alone 
could rise higher, and was supposed a wiser man than his 
associates, I concluded the Court’s secret would be in- 
trusted chiefly to him ; but^hether t^y had, reserved the 
management of their meditated mischief to other hands, or 


^ Lord Bathurst ; ** raised to be exposed.’* ( Sir 0. IL WUUams.)—!), 
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whether the Bishop, who sighed for the primacy, expected 
that the Eoyal brothers would be reconciled, and that it 
would not be wise to raise an enemy in the first Prince 
of the Blood, Tcrrick behaved with his wonted civil supple- 
ness, and by decency towards the Duke, and by deference 
for his superiors the Archbishop and Chancellor, he avoided 
taking any farther part than expressions of reverence for his 
Royal Highness. Most of the Court (!id not expect, like 
Tcrrick, a reconciliation. The little measure they kept, in 
speaking of the Duke, showed the seeimty of their bold- 
ness. 

On the 23rd the Archbishop waited on the Duke to 
settle the method of ju’oceeding, and said he and the two 
Lords would come in the evening and take his Royal High- 
ness’s declaration, and then go up to the Duchess. “ Hold, 
my Lord ! ” cried the Duke ; “ this is my house, and I irill 
direct in it. The Duchess shall be present, and all my 
servants.” The Prelate said it would give her Royal 
Highness too much trouble, and the servants would be 
unnecessary. “ No, my Lord,” said the Duke ; “ the bu- 
siness is too important to consider trouble: she shall be 
present, and so shall my family. It is a national con- 
cern, and cannot be too public.” At seven in the evening 
the three Lords arrived, and were received by the Duke 
and Duchess, attended by their chief officers, the Bishop 
of Exeter, and by Dunning, late Solicitor-General, and 
Lee, another able lawyer. 

The Chancellor opened the scene by presenting to the 
Duke a declaration to sign. The Prince, with an indig- 
nant smile, cried, “A declamtion, my Lord! What, do 
you bring me a declaration ready drawn, withojit knowing 
what I shall declare ? ” The Chancellor, abashed, pleaded 
that it was done to save time. “ How can that be ? ” said 

g 2 
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the Duke. “ If you have not guessed right in the dark, 
the declaration must be written over again. Come, my 
Lords, the shortest way will be to take notes of what I 
shall depose.” He then told them he had been married on 
such a day to the Dowager Lady Waldegrave, at her own 
house in Pall Mall, by her own chaplain Dr. Morton, who 
was now dead ; “ and, my Lords, we had no witnesses.” 
“ Sir,” said the Chancellor, “ was your Royal Highness 
married by a licence ? ” The Duke, smiling again from 
c|*i<ilinpt, replied, “ My Lord, I thought your Lordship 
had known that it was a clandestine marriage.” The Duke 
then said that if it would not be improper he should 
desire to take a solemn oath to the truth of what he had 
uttered. The Bishop of London told him politely that the 
word of his Royal Highness was as satisfactory as his oath ; 
but the Duke insisted on being sworn, and was sworn in 
the most solemn manner. He then said, “ I have done, 
my Lords : I will now leave the Duchess in your hands, 
that you may examine her at liberty and ask her what 
questions you please, she and you not being under any 
influence from my presence.” His Royal Highness retired. 
The Duchess made her declaration and swore to it, and then 
the Duke returning, his Royal Highness acquainted the 
Lords that he had other witnesses to corroborate the truth 
of his marriage. “ Your Lordships remember,” said he, 
“ that I was at the point of death at Florence. Here I 
was even believed dead. At that awfiil moment I called 
for Colonel Rainsford. I told him I was married to the 
Dowager Lady Waldegrave, and I told him the circum- 
stances. I then enjoined him, on his duty to a dying 
master, as, soon as he should have closed my eyes, to 
hasten to England and to repair to the King, falling on his 
knees before whom I charged him to declare my marriage. 
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and to say that my last request was that his Majesty 
would allow a small pittance of what he had allowed me 
to the widow of one who, among so many brothei-s, had 
always been reckoned his favourite brother. I ordered 
Colonel Rainsford, my Lords, to repair next to the Prin- 
cess my mother, and beg she would intercede with the 
King ray brother in favour of my w^dow. My Lords, 
Colonel Rainsford took notes of what I said: he has 
them in his pocket, and shall read .them to your Lord- 
ships. My Lords, I have another witness here. I called 
Colonel Hey wood to me, but, not having strength to repeat 
what I had said to Rainsford, I referred him to the 
latter for the particulars. Colonel Heywood was to 
have the melancholy office of attending my corpse to 
England ; but he took notes of what passed, and will 
swear to them. And now, my Lords,” said the Duke 
tenderly, “ your Lordships will not wonder that the last 
thoughts of a dying man turned on the woman he loved.” 
The Colonels Rainsford and Heywood made their deposi- 
tions upon oath. “ I have yet another witness,” said the 
Duke, “who is here present. I will beg my Lord of 
Exeter to acquaint your Lordships with what he knows of 
my marriage with Lady Waldegrave.” 

The Bishop of Exeter advancing said, “My Lords, Lady 
Waldegrave never trusted the secret to her father, her 
sisters, or any of the family. The first time I knew it 
certainly was last year. There was a remarkable bill 
depending in Parliament, which your Lordships may well 
remember ; it was called the Royal Marriage Act. I 
thought it a bad Kill, and intended to come and vote 
against it ; but reflecting that Lady Waldegrave might 
be interested in it, I thought it right to question her first 
She was then with my wife and me at the Deanery at 
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Windsor : it was on the 1st of March, 1772. The Duke 
of Gloucester was then absent in Italy. I went into the 
Lady Waldegrave’s room, and, telling her my reasons for 
inquiring, I asked whether she was married to his Royal 
Highness or not ? She burst into a flood of tears, and 
cried, ‘ I am ! I am married ! ’ — and then falling into a 
greater agony, she wrung her hands and exclaimed, ‘ Good 
God ! what have I done ? I have betrayed the Duke, and 
b^k^ my promise T:p him of never owning my marriage 
WKiiout his leave.’ ” Of these circumstances the Bishop 
made a deposition on oath ; and the Duke desired the 
three Lords to observe that accident had naturally drawn 
from him and the Duchess, when they were parted and 
there could be no concurrence between them, the same 
confession. 

Dunning, stepping up to the Chancellor, said, My 
Lord, did you ever hear anything so clear ? ” “ Oh ! ” 

replied the Chancellor, “ as clear as possible.” 

The Duke, then addressing himself to the three Lords,'* 
recommended to them to press the King to send the Privy 
Council to the birth of the child for the satisfaction of the 
nation — at least, if not Privy Counsellors, to beseech his 
Majesty to send any private Lord or Commoner, or more if 
he pleased. ‘ ‘ And, my Lords,” added the Duke, “ the time 
presses: 'look at the condition of the Duchess — your Lord- 
ships, I dare to say, have all heard the ill-natured reports 
of her not being with child.” 

Then having asked each separately if they were satisfied, 
and each declaring himself perfectly satisfied, the Duke 
dismissed them. They no doubt, made their report im- 

6 Tlie Chancellor often interrupted him, sayings “ Pray, my Lord, let the 
the Archbishop when speaking ; but Archbishop finish what he was saying.” 
the Duke as constantly reprimanded 
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mediately to the King ; but his Majesty, notwithstanding 
the urgency of the occasion, would not summon the Council 
till the 26th, the day on which, being the next levee day, 
.it was usual to hold it. 

The next day, to colour over the malice that had been 
aimed at the Duke of Gloucester’s marriage, the same three 
Lords Commissioners were sent to inquire into the Duke 
of Cumberland’s marriage. The examination took up little 
time. Miss Luttrell, the Duchess’s sisjicr, had been witness, 
the clergyman who had •married them was living, and the 
Duchess produced the certificate. This marriage and the 
evidence was likewise entered in the Council-books at the 
same time with the Duke of Gloucester’s. 

On the 25#A Lord Hertford sent for me, and after dis- 
course on some family business, which he made the pretence 
for having desired to see me, he dropped, as if inad- 
vertently, that notice had been left at his house that the 
Council appointed for the next day was put off for a week. 
It alarmed me exceedingly. I concluded that they were 
determined to shift off the verification of the marriage till 
after the delivery, or were machinating some plot for con- 
troverting the marriage itself. I suspected too that Lord 
Hertford had acted by order, and wanted to sound me how 
the delay would be taken. He was very cool, and I apt 
to be frank and unguarded ; but I turned the tables on 
him, and even overacted the concern I really felt. I 
lamented what was doing, and, intimating how much the 
Duke would be offended, I spoke pathetically on the ex- 
tremities to which such treatment would drive him. I 
magnified the sense' and firmness he had already shown, 
and said I knew he was determined at any rate.to have his 
marriage authenticated without delay. Lady Hertford, 
who was present, asked with terror wljat he would do ? I 
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would not name his design of going to the House of Lords, 
that they might not be prepared for it, but, shaking my 
head mysteriously, I said I knew he had very rash coun- 
sellors, and was desperate enough to embrace the most- 
determined. Then, to rouse Lord Hertford’s political fears, 
which I knew were as great as his wife’s personal appre- 
hensions, I hinte^ that the Duke would find wellwishers 
even in the Court, and that not even all the Ministers 
wjbl^ stick by the, King in such violences : and then, 
afllcting confidence for his own sake, I acquainted him 
that even Lord Gower, the President of the Council, had, 
though on so important a business, withdrawn into the 
country, rather than preside at a Council in which the 
Duke might be insulted. It was true, and the Duchess 
had told me so herself ; but she had laughed at it, and 
said she was persuaded it was a little dirty finesse of Lady 
Gower, who had sent her husband out of the way, to make 
some amends for her own impertinence. Lord Hertford 
was struck, I saw, and I left him ; but I wrote immediately 
to the Duke to acquaint him with what had happened, and 
he took my intelligence very kindly. At night I went to 
the Duchess. The Duke took me aside immediately, 
thanked me for my letter, but told me Lord Kochford had 
just sent him word the Council would be held. Perhaps 
what Lord Hertford had learnt from me had occasioned 
the summons being again issued — but that is more than I 
'know.? 


« Sir Edward Walpole, who seldom 
went out of his own house, wrote to the 
Duke of Gloucester, condoling with 
and congratulating him on what was 
passing. Theiluke returned this veyy 
sensible and pathetic answer 

“ Dear Sir, 

“ I agree entirely with y#u that our 


talking over together the subject of 
this last week's transaction would be too 
aifecting for either of us to have chosen. 
I am, therefore, sincerely obliged to 
you for having taken this meihod of 
easing your mind, which gives me so 
good an opportunity of doing the same. 
Now I have had a little time to recover 
myself from the various feelings I have 
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The Lady Gower just named had been intimate with 
the Duke of Gloucester and had affected much friendship 
for the Duchess, but, instead of visiting them on the decla- 
ration of their marriage, she had contented herself with 
writing a most familiar note to the Duchess, which began. 
My dear Madam, and ended with only inquiring after the 
Duke’s health. Lady Gower was a daughter of Stuart, 
Earl of Galloway, a man indecently Jacobite. She had 
been Lady of the Bedchamber to tlje Princess Augusta, 
and, being of the most interested and intriguing turn, she 
had, even before her marriage, obtained three pensions by 
different channels. After her marriage her life was a 
series of jobs and solicitations, and she teazed every Minis- 
ter for every little office that fell in his department. She 
made a thousand dependants and enemies, but no friend. 

The Council was held on the 26 fA, and was very full ; 
the King present. The three Lords made their report, 
expressed their satisfaction, and the King ordered all the 
depositions to be entered in the Council-books, not the 
least objection being made to the validity of the marriage ; 
but as the Duke afterwards told me. Lord Camden .ac- 
quainted him with a very wicked circumstance. It had 
been intended to register the marriages and specify that 
they were legal, but somebody had persuaded the King to 
omit that word. There can be no doubt but that Lord 


boon agitated by for a long time past, I 
can reflect again upon the real joy you 
must feel in seeing the character of my 
amiable Duchess has shone through the 
cloud I myself was forced from duty 
to tho King to pennit to hapg over my 
own wife for so lon^ a time. And yet 
I have the secret satisfaction to believe, 
that, when his Majesty considers the 
variety of events that had happened 
during my last absence from England, 
he must allow that my public declara- 
tion of my marriage at my return was 


a debt due to my country, my Duchess, 
myself, and to posterity. 

“ Your compliments to me upon my 
managomont I would thank you for if 
I felt I deserved them ; but your appro- 
bation, as an honest man, of my con- 
duct, I feel grateful for. 

“ I am, dear gir, 

“ Yours, 

“ William Henry. 

“ Gloucester House, 

“May 25, 1773.” 
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Mansfield was that adviser, and the person Lord Camden 
meant. It was a gratification to a Jacobite born’ to leave 
even a shadow of suspicion on the legitimacy of a Bruns- 
wicker, but even that squint was effaced by the Duke’s 
quickness and resolution, which drew even from the King 
himself an avowal that not a cavil remained against the 
marriage. It happened thus : 

The Duke being informed the next day that some per- 
sAis^had misreported the transactions in Council, as if 
dihbts had arisen on the legality of his marriage, the 
Duke, though late at night, hurried to the Archbishop, 
and finding the Bishop of London with him, who would 
have retired, the Duke stopped him, and with a tone of 
authority told him he should not leave the house till he 
had received his orders. His Royal Highness then told the 
two prelates what he* heard, and therefore enjoined them 
by their function, by their duty to their country, and by 
the testimony they had borne to the validity of his mar- 


7 Juixius, in a special note, in 1772, 
upon tlie Jacobitism of Lord Maiisflold 
(Murray), says: — “This man was 
always a rank Jacobite. Lord liavcns- 
worth produced the most satisfactory 
evidence of his having frequently drunk 
the Pretender’s health upon his knees.” 
On the occasion alluded to by Junius, 
Fawcett, a 'Newcastle solicitor, was 
really the accuser (in 1753) of Murray, 
the Solicitor-General, andf Stone, sub- 
preceptor to Prince George, after- 
wards George III. The accusation 
was disproved, but Walpolo, moved by 
his antipathy against Murray, frequently | 
repeated it. Lord Chesterfield (to 
Dayrolles, March 13, 1753) says ; — 
“As nobody is unprejudiced on cither 
side, but, on the contrary, warm and 
violent on each, one hears no undis- 
guised truth on*either.” The charges 
which Junius recorded, which Wal- 
pole repeated, and which Ciiesterfiold 
aftected neither to believe nor reject, 
Churchill vehemently asserted in 


poetry. Ho did not name the alleged 
offender, but he took care that ho might 
be easily identified : — 

" — — a figure came. 

Whom Justice would hut dare not name. 
Hard times when Justice, without fear, 

Dare not bring for^i to public ear 
The names of those who dare offend 
’Gainst Justice, and pervert her end 1 
But if the Muse afford me grace, 

DesoripUon shall supply tho place. 

In foreign garments he was clad, 

Sage ermine o’er tho glossy plaid 
Cast rcv’rend luinour ; on his heart, 

Wrought by the curious hand of Art, 

In silver wrought, and brighter far 
Than heavenly or than earthly star, 

Shone a White Rose, the emblem dear 
Of him be ever must revere. 

* * )k * * 

Wliat if to that Pretender’s foes 
His ^atliesB, nay, his life he owes j 
Shall common obligations bind, 

And shako his constancy of mind ? 

Scorning such weak and petty chains, 
Faithful to James he still remains, 

'fhough he the friend of George appear : 
Dissimulatiion ’s virtue here,” 

— D. 
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riage, to go that moment to the Ki»g, and tell him that^ 
though he himself was satisfied with the proofs, yet, if his 
Majesty had any doubts remaining, the Duke was willing to 
do anything his Majesty should require to have his mar- 
riage confirmed. The Archbishop said it would be im- 
possible to see the King at that late hour. — “ My Lords,” 
cried the Duke peremptorily, “ ye shall not lay your heads 
on your pillows till ye have seen him — I will have an 
answer to-night.” They obeyed, aiid returned with a 
message that the King, though satisfied himself with the 
proofs of the Duke’s marriage, would consent to the Duke’s 
being married again if he chose it. The Duke afterwards 
told Mr. Keppel, that, if the King sent the Archbishop 
to marry him over again, he would lock the door and 
admit no witnesses, to show that the first marriage was as 
good as the last. He was extremely averse to the repeti- 
tion of the ceremony, which he was aware would weaken 
rather than corroborate his marriage, and he had the 
prudence to go to Dunning and made him draw uj) a 
proper answer, which he sent, and was as follows : — 

The Duke of Gloucester desires the Lord Archbishop of Gantcr- 
hury and the Lord Bishop of London to present his humble duty 
to the King, accompanied with the sincerest acknowledgment of 
his Majesty’s goodness in declaring in the terms they eommunicated 
to the Duke this morning his Royal satisfaction in the validity of 
the Duke’s marriage, after which he will not believe that any other 
will presume to doubt of the veracity or sufficiency of the evidence 
that has been produced upon that subject. It can, therefore, be no 
object with the Duke to go a second time through the ceremony ; 
but that, or any other mark of obedience to the King, the Duke 
will cheerfully yield, if it should be* thought that it can be of any 
use, and the King’s consent with the other necessary preparatory 
steps® can be gone through before the Duchess’s delivery ; after 
which such a ceremony would be obviously improper. 

® The preparing a sign manual. It could not have boon ready, for the 
Duchess was delivered the next day. 
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On the 27th the Duke received from the Archbishop 
this full and satisfactory answer, which removed all ground 
of cavil, assured the indissolubility of his marriage and the 
rights of his child, and took away all pretence for doubt, 
even from those who wished for a handle, or might still 
pretend they doubted, though women only, who make no 
scruple of repeating the same thing twenty times after con- 
futation, had the confidence to surmise that there was still 
so^e »4mperfection, though they did not know how or 
where. Here is the Archbishop’s letter : — 

Sir, 

Upon the receipt of your Royal Highness’s letter, the Bishop of 
London and I immediately waited on his Majesty, and acquainted 
him with the contents of it. His Majesty was pleased to say, that, 
as your Royal Highness was satisfied with the proofs of the vali- 
dity of your marriage, and did not desire to have it farther 
authenticated, his Majesty, not having heard any objection to the 
validity of it, does not think it necessary to take any farther steps 
in it. 

I have the honour to be. Sir, 

With the greatest respect. 

Your Royal Highness’s 

Most obedient humble servant, 
Fred. Cant. 

Lambeth, May 27th, 1773. 

11 o'clock. 

p 

The next day the Archbishop waited on the Duke, when 
his Koyal Highness told him that as the King was satisfied 
he desired he might hear no more of the matter. 

At night the Duchess lent me the Archbishop’s letter, 
which I returned the next morning, but wrote to beg she 
would never let it go out of her hand's again, as it was of 
the highest* importance to her and the child. 

Thus ended this memorable transaction, with the cora- 
pletest triumph to the Duke, and to the signal credit of his 
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sense and character. The King through the whole showecj 
so much pride, illnature, duplicity, and pusillanimity, that 
one may almost conclude the whole had been concerted 
and conducted by himself, the Queen, her women, and a 
man as silly as her women — Lord Kochford. The pusilla- 
nimity would include Lord Mansfield, but the conduct was 
unworthy of his abilities. Still, satis^ctory as the Arch- 
bishop’s letter was at last, I soon learnt that the avowal 
had been wrung most reluctantly from a mind that had 
harboured disingenuity to the last moment, as I shall 
mention presently, and which, as deceit pursued to its 
inmost retreat never pardons, his Majesty resolved not to 
forgive ; the Archbishop himself owning to Bishop Keppel 
that the King was angry with the three Lords for their full 
avowal of satisfaction, and had told him, the Archbishop, 
that, whatever he might have thought before of being 
reconciled to his brother, the Duke had now so pushed 
him to the wall that he could not forgive him. 

The Duchess had scarce surmounted the anxiety of this 
cruel situation, which she bore with an heroic cheerfulness 
that seemed to improve her natural beauty, which had 
never glowed with more lustre than at this moment, but 
she was taken with labour-pains at three in the morning of 
May 29th, and at eight of the clock in the evening she was 
delivered of a Princess. There wece present the Dukes of 
Richmond,® Manchester,^ and Dorset,* the Earls ofThanet 
and Cholmondeley, Lord Nuneham, eldest son of the Earl 
of Harcourt, Lord Beaulieu,® Sir William Meredith, 
Captain Boyle Walsingham,^ the Countess Dowager of 


* Charles Lenox, third Duke of Dorset. 

Richmond. 3 Sir Edward Hussey Montague, Lord 

1 George Montague, fourth Duke of Beaulieu. 

Manchester. , ^ 4 Brother of the Earl of Shannon, 

^ John Sackville, third Duke of and Member of Parliament, a seaman. 
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^Ibemarle,® Mr. T. Townshcnd, jun, ; and of the Duke’s 
family, the Colonels George West,® Coxe, Eainsford, 
Hey wood, Captain Jennings,’ Mr. Deval his chaplain, Le- 
grand his old governor. Colonel Folke, Colonel Craggs, 
groom of the bedchamber to the Duke of Cumberland ; 
and the Duchess of Gloucester’s own bedchamber women, 
Mrs. Heywood, Mk, Cox, and Mrs. Swanton. The men, 
by the inan-midwire, Mk Ford, giving the sign too soon, 
Atered the room eyen before the child was quite born. 
T'he Duke and Duchess of Cumberland had been sent for, 
but, being out of town, did not arrive in time. The 
Duchess’s father, sisters, nor I were present, that no 
management might be imputed to the family. Lord 
Cholinondeley,® a second cousin, was the only relation 
there. 

As soon as the Duchess was delivered, the Duke sent 
word of the event to my brother and me, I went directly to 
wish him joy. He called me into his closet, appeared very 
happy, and said he was only sorry for the Duchess’s dis- 
appointment in not having a son. He told me he had sent 
Legrand to tell the King, with orders not to stay if not 
called in ; but he would send in more form, which he 
would not do if he lived in friendship with his brother. 
The etiquette was to acquaint the Lord of the Bedcham- 
ber; but this deliver-y was so serious an affair that he 
would notify it to the Secretary of State. He added that 
the -King had sent to him to desire he would waive insist- 
ing on the presence of the Privy Council ; and that he had 

' ® Lady Anne Lenox, daughter of the Duke. , 

first Duke of Eichmond, widow of 7 Qf the Duke of Oumherland’s 
William Anije, Earl of Albemarle, family. ' 

and mother (S* Dr. Kepi^ol, Bishdp of » George Earl of Cholmondel^, sou 
Exeter. of Lord Malpas, eldest son of George 

® Brother of Earl Delawar, and had Earl of Cholmondeley, by Mary sister 
been groom of the bedchamber to. the ' of Sir Edward Walpole. 
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given it up by a message carried by Colonel Eainsford to 
Lord Eochford ; that the Earl, at that visit, had taken 
occasion to advise Eainsford to persuade the Duke 
to be remarried, but not to say it was his advice ; that 
for himself' he was going out of town, and would wash 
his hands of it. The Duke expressed himself with the 
greatest warmth as he repeated this double dealing, and said 
he did not know whether Lord Eoch*ff)rd had acted from 
folly or wickedness ; I believe from neither, but from di- 
rections. “ Good God ! ” said the f)nke, “ marry again ! 
I desire everybody may know I never had such a thought.” 
— And happy it was he had not; the Duchess was deli- 
vered before the ceremony could have been })ei'formed, 
which is what the Court had sought — a future civil war 
was indeed very harmless revenge ! The blind acrimony 
with which they endeavoured to render the child’s legiti- 
macy doubtful proved the means of authenticating both its 
birth and the marriage. — I must now return to the trans- 
actions in Parliament. 

I have related the precipitation with which the House of 
Commons had voted away the sovereignty of three pro- 
vinces from the East India Company ; and the breach of 
their agreement witli the Government, which the Duke of 
Eichmond had chiefly effected. Lord North, though he held 
a firm language out of the House, and though on the I7th of 
May he declaimed in a menacing speech against them, was 
not a man to push matters to extremity, nor to avail him- 
self, as worse and more daring ministers would have done, 
of the rash vote by which one House of Parliament had in 
a manner voted three provinces to the Crown. Lord 
North probably 'wished to procure some pecuniary advan- 
tages to the King, in lieu of an additional revenue of 
200,000Z. which he had declined asking of Parliament for 
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his Majesty — a refusal, no doubt, heavily felt, and which 
contributed to draw on the defeat which Lord North re- 
ceived in the course of the India business : but he meant 
so well, and was so moderate, that neither the rapacious or 
ambitious views of the Court, nor the intemperate servility 
of members of Parliament, tempted him. beyond reasonable 
bounds. This moderation, perhaps, contributed to carry 
his bill of regulatJbns through, though much pains were 
tiken to inflame the City of London against him as* the 
(Kstroyer of all corporate rights. In the mean time pro- 
ceeded the attack on Lord Clive. 

On May \%th much altercation happened, and many 
censures were passed on the precipitation of the former 
day, several persons declaring that the right of sovereignty 
over the three provinces could not be intended to be taken 
away by general and indefinite resolutions. This debate 
put off General Burgoyne’s charge till the next day, the 

19^/t, when he opened his accusation of Lord Clive, 
and went through the catalogue of his crimes, as his ficti- 
tious treaties,*^ the assassination of Surajah Dowlah, and the 
immense presents he had obtained by military influence, to 
the amount of 234,000/. besides his jaghire. I shall say 
little on these facts, or of the debate. I was not in Par- 
liament myself, nor much conversant in Indian affairs. 
The details, and even many of the speeches, are to be found 
in books, pamphlets, and newspapers, particularly in the 
London Chronicle. All I shall touch is the complexion of 
the debate, which turned towards more favour for the cri- 
minal. His friends seemed to attempt delay, and did 
obtain leave to produce witnesses for him. This arose 
from Sir E^ichard Sutton, one of the Committee of Inquiry, 
complaining that, when Lord Clive was before them, he had 
been forced to answer questions that tended to accuse him- 
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self. Such compulsion was illegal, and to bring his own 
confession against him not less so. The forms of justice 
therefore favoured his escape ; but his confession, and his 
voluntary confessions in the House, proclaimed the crimes 
of the man. Whether his merits balanced them 'was an- 
other consideration . A moralist would condemn, a poli- 
tician (I mean a politician in the worst sense of the word, 
in opposition to all morality) would absolve him. The 
Bedfords, as I have said, Colonel Barrc, Charles Fox, and, 
above all, Burgoyne, Sir W. Meredith, and Thurlow, were 
hot on the pursuit ; Sawbridge, Burke, Stanley, and the 
junto protected him ; and it was carried at last by 119 to 81 
to hear his witnesses. The hostile part pushed for going 
on the next day, but the Speaker with his blunt and unce- 
remonious frankness told them it was too much fatigue for 
him, and that they should not have his company ; on which 
it was postponed till the 21st, aftei* Lord Cive, in an artful, 
though seemingly desponding speech, had lamented, him- 
self, that after enjoying his fortune for sixtegn years he 
must look on himself as a bankrupt, who had nothing left 
but a family estate of five hundred pounds a year, which 
his ancestors had possessed for several generations. “ But,” 
said he, “ it is easy to stoop to this ; it requires more resolu- 
tion to bear prosperity than adversity.” For what he had 
gotten, it was nothing new ; presents, had been coeval with 
the Company; Eastern Princes always make presents; 
every Governor for these hundred years had returned with 
a fortune : he could have wished General Burgoyne had 
sifted with as much accuracy the hardships, sufferings, and 
services, of the former part of his life, as he had of the latter 
part;— and then, as if inadvertently wandering into the 
subject, ^e drew an interesting picture, of his campaigns and 
conquests, ^Alter winding up their passions to admiration 

VOL. I. R 
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and applause, as if recollecting himself, he I’eturned to the 
severe lot he expected ; but charged them with dignity, 
when they should decide on his honour, not to be forgetful 
of thmr own. 

On the 2\st arrived the important day which was to 
determine the fate of this every way great criminal. It 
began with peevish altercation on forms of proceeding, and 
then, one Beecher'being examined, and Lord Clive’s own 
evi^noe at the Select Committee, which he admitted as 
evidence against him, being read, he himself rose, and 
told the House he had little to say ; if the approbation he 
had received from the Company, and from his country, 
were not sufficient, he had nothing to say. He had been 
accused as the cause of all the misfortunes that had fallen 
on the Company — of that he would leave the House to 
judge. All he entreated was, that they would leave him 
his honour, and take away his fortune. Having said 
which, he walked out of the House. 

General ^urgoyne then made the following motion: — 
“ That it appears to this House, that Robert Lord Clive, 
Baron of Plassey in the kingdom of Ireland, about the 
time of the deposition of Surajah Dowlah, Nabob of Bengal, 
and the establishment of Meer Jaffier on the Musnud,* did, 
through Jthe influence of the powers with which he was 
intrusted as member of the Select Committee^ and Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the British forces, obtain and possess 
80,000 roupees as member of the Select Committee, a 
farther sum of two lacs as Commander-in-Chiel^ and a 
farther sum of 16 laos, or more, under the denomination 
of private donation, which sums, amounting together to 
20 lacs and 80,000 roupees, were pf the value in English 
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money of 234,000?.,* and that in so doing the said Robert, 
Lord Clive abused the powers with which he was intrusted, 
to the evil example of the servants of the public.” 

Sir William Meredith, the Attorney-General Thurlow, 
Charles Fox, and Barre, supported the question with great 
acrimony. Fox said. Lord Clive was the origin of all 
plunder, the source of all robbery. Barr6 drew a parallel 
between him and Major Monroe, who hati refused a present 
of 300,000?. ; Lord Clive’s lacs, he supposed, had not been 
given him for his beauty.* Were he acquitted, the House 
ought to punish Monroe. Whom could it punish, if the 
principal was acquitted ? On the other hand, the services 
of the criminal, an enjoyment of liis wealth for sixteen 
years, the applause, the honours, the trust conferred on 
him by the Crown, the Company, the Parliament, and the 
nation, pleaded in his behalf. So did Wedderburn, the 
Solicitor-General, with much ability, Conway with candour, 
Admiral Saunders with rough naval indignation that spoke 
more forcibly than eloquence, and by a home application 
of the case of Sir Walter Raleigh. Burke, as Thurlow 
tolS him, showered a bright confusion of ideas on his 
defence, and told the House he hoped that what Indian 
gratitude had bestowed, British ingratitude would not 
take away; that they could* not compound honour and 
disgrace ; and that he knew not what called out heaven- 
born genius ; he did know what suppressed it — ingratitude. 
But the person whose arguments were most serviceable to 
the accused was Lord George Germaine. He was allowed 
to have surpassed Wmself, and to have compressed into 
a few pithy manly sentences the sum of all that could 
possibly be said in alleviation or excuse, in justice or policy. 

3 This was independent of his jaghiro. 

® Lord Clive was a remarkably ill-looking man, 

R 2 
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One image was particularly admired — it was a picture of 
the doubts Lord Clive must have fluctuated between, if at 
the onset of the battle of Plassey he had had the Attorney- 
General on one hand, and the Solicitor-General on the 
other, prompting him to conduct directly opposite. Lord 
George Germaine certainly made great impression in Lord 
Clive’s favour; but more than his nervous compactness, 
mme than Burke’s ‘desultory imagery and good-humoured 
wiCni'^re tlian Wed(Jerburn’s legal subterfuges, and more 
than the inveteracy expressed against him, which too 
operated in his favour, — more than, all this was done for him 
by very inferior advocates, and by the irresolute conduct 
of one who ought to have taken the lead : in short, the 
appearance on Lord Clive’s side of those flimsy and con- 
temptible men Lord Barrington and Jenkinson carried 
the tide of Court favour along with them ; and the pusil- 
lanimous, uncertain, contradictory variations and inde- 
cision of Lord North, who wavered from censure to 
encomium,* who aimed at punishment -and held out 
recompense, and who at last, almost in terms, proposed to 
take away his fortune, and then restore it, turned fhe 
scale. But why do I say turned the scale ? Lord North 
only contrived to make his own defeat appear merited. It 
had been^determined before ;• Lord Clive had bought the 
Court — it was past a doubt ; and the Court was glad too 
to show both Lord North and the Bedfords together, that 
they were nothing if the rays of the Crown did not shine 
on them. At four in the morning the House divided, and 
the motion was rejected by 153 to 95. To complete Lord 
Clive’s triumph, and its own shame, t£e House voted next, 
at the instigation of the Solicitor-General, “that Robert 


He said Lord Olive had virtues eneugh to balance his faults. 
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Lord Clive had rendered great and meritorious services to, 
this country .i’ That is, after having stated by vote that 
presents acquired by military influence were illegal, they 
acquitted and thanked the man who had confessed and 
gloried in the facts of which he was accused. Some of his 
friends drove to Lord Clive’s at five in the morning to 
congratulate him. He was in bed; Jfut his wife and 
family received them with acclamations from the windows 
of his house. Twenty other plundei;ers exulted no less, 
but more secretly. Lord North went home with very 
different sensations, and wrote immediately to the King, 
complaining how he had been abandoned by his Majesty’s 
creatures. His Majesty, as usual, soothed him with pro- 
mises — and Jie deserved the treatment, by once again 
submitting to be soothed. 

The same day the Proprietors of India Stock passed a 
vote for petitioning Parliament to be heard by counsel 
against Lord North’s Bill of Regula'tions. That bill took 
up the remainder of the session, and, though it was stifily 
opposed, was carried successfully by the predominant 
influence of the Crown. It was heavily censured for its 
violation of the charter, and for reducing the just rights of 
the proprietors to vote for 500Z. stock, which was now fixed 
at 1000/. .Great faults were found in the bill itself ; but 
was it not easier to find faults than to draw -at once a bill 
which should both correct and give law to a country so 
little known and so different from our own? The most 
impartial found Lord North’s bill inadequate to any great 
purpose; and, perhaps, that was to his praise. Neither 
his subservience to the Crown, his contradictions from the 
Opposition, nor his provocations from the Company, could 
drive him to a high exercise of power. His regulations 
were moderate, and the dimitations confined to a short 
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season. It was rather an essay than a plan of government. 
He endeavoured to awe the Company into submission, by 
forcing them to pay their debts, which they were unable 
to do ; but the Duke of Eichmond wrought the Company 
up to enthusiasm of resistance, and threw every possible 
difficulty into the way of Government, whose measures 
created many real enemies, for enemies, wounded in their 
property, are in earnest. 

?On.sthe th^ Duke persuaded the Company and 
Proprietors to seek union with the great corporations, in 
which they were met eagerly by the Common Council ; 
but the flame spread no farther.. The bill was debated for 
many days in the House of Commons, which often sat late 
on it, but even Lord Clive supported the Ee^ulations. 
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On the 8i?A happened another disagreeable afiair for Lord 
North, and it did not come single. Creneral Monckton,^ 
•vyhose ’services in the late war had b^en brilliant, had been 
named by the East India Company to the command of 
their forces. Lord North made a different choice, or had 
it imposed on him. He recommended General Clavering, 
a man that was a favourite too with the army. To this 
preference Lord North had added slights. He was apt to 
offend by not answering letters, for he had no grace, even 
if he conferred favours. Monckton first complained to 
the King, and at last presented a memorial to the House 
of Commons. Lord North was abashed, and defended 
himself awkwardly, pleading that Monckton had been 
offered the command in America. The House, however, 
determined as the Minister directed. The Company 
adhered to Monckton ; and the feuds increased. 

9#7i. Wilkes, to affront the King, moved the Common 
Council to congratulate his Majesty on the increase of the 
Koyal Family by the delivery of the Duchess of Glou- 
cester.® Some urged that the King had not acknowledged 

' See Walpole’s * Mi|moirs of George City of a silver cup embossed with a 
III.,’ voL i, p, 143. Monckton was one representation of the death of Cflesar. 
of the most liberal as well as the most Some persons saw an insult to the 
popular generals in the army. He died Court in the revival of BamUt a few 
in 1782, when Governor of Portsmouth months before the period treated of in 
and Colonel of the 17th Kegiment. — B. the text, Walpole (to Mason, Jan. 9, 

® This was not the only aifiront dealt 1773) expres^s his surprise that so 
at Royalty by the ultra-democratic good a courtier as Garrick should hpo 
party in London. In Wilkes’s ‘ Letters committed the impropriety of bringing 
to ins Daughter,* vol. i. p. 121, men- out an old play, with “ an adultercms 
tion is made of the presentetion the Queen of Denmark*” for a heroine. —D. 
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her, and almost all objected to the impropriety of the 
motion, and it was easily quashed. 

Wth. On the India Bill, Sir William Meredith and 
Charles Fox, though then unprovoked and unfounded by 
the debate, made such philippics against Lord Clive, that 
he quitted the House with anger or shame. In that 
debate ® many friends of Andrew Stuart had intended to 
moge that he migbSc be nominated one of the new super- 
viscys In India, and ^ Lord North had promised not to 
oppose it. He now deprecated the motion privately with 
earnest dismay, saying he should lose his bill if Andrew 
Stuart was named : Stuart himself, on some engagement, 
it was said, that he should be indemnified, wrote a letter 
to beg the question might not be moved. The secret was 
this : Lord Mansfield, from hatred of Lord Camden, had 
opposed a like bill in the Duke of Grafton’s adminis- 
tration, and did now, out of the House, inveigh against 
this. Hearing of the intended advancement of Stuart, 
whose book against him has been mentioned in the month 
of January, Lord Mansfield, with ungenerous rancour, 
threatened to oppose the bill if Andrew Stuart was to 
be benefited by it. The injury was cruel, and had 
already produced the book ; for when Stuart had can- 
vassed fon the place, many urged that a man represented 
in such black colours as he had been on the Douglas 
cause by Lord Mansfield, could not be a proper person 
for so important a trust. He wrote his book to vindicate 
and avenge himself, but experienced the frite of those who 
dare scrihere contra Eum qui potest proscrihere. 

The bill went to the Lords, and -in spite of all the 
Duke of Kiphmond’s efforts' (and he was allowed even by 

^ In one of the debates on this bill^Bowdswell spoke foir two hours and forty 
minutes. 
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his enemies to make a great figure) was easily carried 
through, though attended with a warm protest.^ Lord 
Mansfield did not attend it. Lord Gower, affecting 
candour, said he should vote for all the evidence which 
the Duke of Eichmond demanded from the Commons, 
because he had, in his former opposition, voted for like 
lights ; but he escaped from ttiis delicacy by hearing the 
evidence would be proposed ,to be rcatt — if it was to be 
of any use, he was not so conscientious. 

The Duke of Eichmond joked on the King’s journey 
to Portsmouth *, and when the Ministers pressed the bill 
forwards, that it might be over before the journey, he said 
he supposed they were afraid of trusting Lord Sandwich 
alone with the King, and that indeed he did not think 
him a man fit to be so trusted. 

12^4 was printed in the Public Advertiser a very 
bold paragraph on the King’s paying for his own statue 
in Berkeley Square, telling him it was from the appre- 
hension that posterity would erect none to him, and 
advising him to build his own mausoleum for the same 
reason.® 

14if4. Lord North opened the Budget, and in the con- 
clusion made a peroration on himself and his own situa- 


* Signed by the Dukes of Richmond, 
Devonshire, and Portland, tho Marquis 
of Rockingham, and the Lords Fitz- 
williain,^Milton, and Beshorough. 

® With equal bpldness the papers of 
the day maintained that the wages of 
the servants of the King’s household 
were greatly in arrear, that their families 
were in exceeding distress, and that tho 
servants themselves were clamorous to 
be paid. Distress was not confined at 
this time to the servants of the palace, 
in whose vicinity highwaymen plied 
their vocation. In the February of this 


year the two daughters of Admiral 
Holborn were stopped by a robber as 
their carriage was conveying them 
across St. James’s Square from tho 
opera. The highwayman deliberately 
robbed them of their watches, jewels, 
and rings. The prevailing distress was 
aggravated by the counterfeit coin in 
circulation. A few months later than 
the period in the text, one hundred 
pounds’ worth of silver *was examined, 
Only ten pounds’ worth came from the 
Mint ; the remainder was “ Brumma- 
gem.”— D. 
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tion, ia which, after meutioning the reports of his intend- 
ing to resign, he vaunted his own firmness in the cause of 
the public, vaunted his merit in having undertaken the 
burthen in so critical a situation, when tempted neither 
by avarice nor ambition ; and he vowed with tears to 
persist in sustaining his part till he should have perfected 
his plans. His emotion rather bespoke the want of firm- 
rftss to resign thah firmness, in remaining. As his mea- 
s&es were successful, it could only be the uneasiness of 
his situation in the Cabinet that called forth tears ; and 
this scene he had repeated too often. 

ISth. The East India Bill of Kegulations was read 
in the House of Lords for the last time, and was passed 
by a large majority. The Duke of Richmond combated 
it to the utmost, spedking near twenty times. Lord 
Shelburne, whether having brought his schemes of reconci- 
liation with the Court nearer to maturity, or whether 
apprehending Lord North’s fall at hand, and a new 
scramble for places approaching, undertook the defence of 
the bill, and executed it with applause : the Duke of 
Richmond complimented him ironically on his conversion. 
The next day the chiefs of the -minority entered a new 
protest, couched in the most respectful terms, on the 
servility-i adulation, corruption of the*peerage. The same 
day was passed by the House of Commons another bill, 
obliging the East India Company to accept the loan which 
they had agreed with Lord North to take from Govern- 
ment, and which they had since voted they would not 
receive. 

About the same time arrived from Boston, resolutions 
voted ^by .the town of Gorham on their grievances, in 
which in the most open terms they disclaim the authority 
of the Parliament of Great Britain to tax them, cry out. 
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as all men did, on the corruption of that assembly, and 
with reason, and declare their option of risking their lives 
and fortunes in defence of their rights civil and religious, 
rather than dying by piecemeal in slavery. Corruption 
smiled, and w^s not afraid of swords at such a distance. 
The town of Gorham was as little formidable to a senate 
of pensioners as a protest of twelve peers. 

On the 22nc^ the King set out ?or Portsmouth, and 
returned on the 27th. The Ministers attended him and 
dined with him on board the fleet in their turns, as did 
several other lords and gentlemen. Monsieur de Guisnes 
the French ambassador, and the Duke de Lauzun. The 
mob were unbounded in those gxultations which the first 
sight of a king always excites in a distant province. 
Mistaking, giddy joy for affection, he said ; “ I do not 
mind abuses I am grown accustomed to it; but I own 
these sentiments of applause touch me.” It was a pity 
he did not reflect that the silent suffrages of approbation 
founded on merit were the only testimonies of affection 
that are lasting and worth coveting. 

27th. The Duke of Gloucester’s daughter was christened 
Sophia Matilda. Sir Edward Walpole had suggested 
the name of Sophia, the foundress of the Brunswick line, 
and which, though the Queen bore, she had disclaimed, 
preferring her other name of Charlotte. The name of 
Sophia too facilitated, the use of the appellation the 
Princess which the Duke wished should be given 

to his daughter, rather than the Lady Sophia i his father 
fbr popularity had affected to call his daughters the Lady 
Augusta, the Lady Elizabeth, &c. ; but the late King had 
never approved or admitted that appellation,, and it had 


« By ‘liaving been familiar. 
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been dropped by the Princess herself after her husband’s 
death. The Duke and Duchess of Cumberland were 
sponsors, and the Queen of Denmark by proxy. The 
Duke had written to ask her to be godmother, but no 
answer had come. However he chose to suppose her 
consent, rather than admit a gossip of rank and blood 
not royal. He had in the first place invited* the King, 
and intended the Queen, but, the former refusing, the 
la^r^as not asked. ^ Nor was any occasion of mortifying 
the !Quke omitted. The King refused ‘to review his 
regiment. The Duke sent to Lord Kochford to press 
the verification of his child’s birth, which the King had 
promised, but now declined. They saw, however, that 
the Duke was prepared and determined to take every 
advantage the King’s passionate folly should present to 
him. 
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I5#. The Parliaijient was prorogued. The Lords chose 
to swallow the stigma of servility fixed on them by the 
protest of the dissenting Lords rather ^than spread the 
notoriety by expunging it. 

7th. Miller, printer of the ‘London Evening Post,’ 
was tried, by a special jury, before Lord Mansfield, for 
accusing Lord Sandwich of selling a place, was found 
guilty and fined 2000Z. The East India Company voted 
not to employ General Clavering. 

%th. Lord North was installed Chancellor of Oxford. 

\'2th. General Moyston, a brave but insolent and 
corrupt man. Governor of Minorca, was cast in the 
Common Pleas in damages* of 3000/. to Mr. Fabregas, a 
native merchant of that island, whom he had arbitrarily 
imprisoned and then transported to Spain without trial, 
after many instances of barbarity, for having refused to 
sell his wine, the product of his own estate, at the price 
the General had despotically imposed. Lord George 
Lenox had been exceedingly ill-used by the same mer- 
cenary bacha for having interposed in favour of the com- 
mon soldiers, whom Moyston obliged to purchase wine 
dearer than they could have bought it themselves, and for 
which grievance Lord George could obtain no redress 
from the Governor or the War-Office. 

In this month the Duke of Cumberland wrote a very 
respectful letter to the King, asking leave to •go to Italy 
for some time, which was readily granted, and the King, 
it was given out, was pleased with his behaviour. The 
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Duchess of Cumberland was certainly very sensible ; and 
though she had not the parts and wit of the Duchess of 
Gloucester, no more than the lustre of beauty, was greatly 
more mistress of her passions and more artful. Since she 
had married the Duke he had committed no folly or in- 
discretion, which, as before he committed every week, 
could be attributed only to her influence. She saw her- 
self totally neglected by -all sides, while the Duchess of 
G^upester was courted by part of the Opposition and 
had siveral persons of consideration attached to her. She 
saw too that the spirit of the Duke of Gloucester and 
the warmth of the Duchess had and would ofiend and 
frighten the King and keep open the breach as well as 
had widened it. Hence the Duke of Cumberland was 
tutored to act contrition, and took opportunities of ex- 
pressing to such of the Court as he could meet, his sorrow 
for the King’s anger and his resolution of withdrawing 
and flever giving him any occasion of dislike. The King, 
whose joy and talent lay in fomenting division in all con- 
nections, was charmed with these overtures, and affected 
to favour bis contemptible brother whom he had always 
hated in order to mortify and affront his favourite brother, 
for folly and demerit never wanted his ]\(Iajesty’s coun- 
tenance if they were but abject enough. Sense and virtue 
might awe him, but were sure of his aversion. 

The Court, about the same time, made another conquest 
which -it seemed little worth their while to buy so dear, 
unless from the intrinsic satisSction of corrupting a fair 
character. Cornwall ^ quitted the Opposition for a pension 
of five hundred a year for life. He* was a reputable an<i 
specious mjan a.nd a decent speaker, but not being acri- 

* He was brother-in-law of Jenkinson. (See Walpole’s ‘Memoirs of Beign of 
George HI.,’ vol. iii. p, 211.). — J), 
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monious seemed little formidable, for how could a shame- 
less Parliament dread moderation uhen they braved every 
insult ? but, when hypocrisy was the religion of the Court, 
prostitution was the symbol of a convert. 

This month can^ an account of new uneasinesses at 
Boston. Some letters of their Governor Hutchinson had 
been discovered and Taid before the Assembly, by which 
it appeared that he had sent over inflammatory informa- 
tions against the colonies, in one even using this expres- 
sion, so foul in the mouth of an Englishman: “There 
must be an abridgment of what is called English liberty.” 
General Moyston had acted what TIutchinson recom- 
mended.* 


® Perhaps few ciroiimstances gave 
more surprise to Fmnklm when he was 
in London seeking justice for the op- 
pressed colonies than to he informed 
that the grievances of which ho com- 
plained, and the coercion which he de- 
precated, formed a course of policy re- 
commended not only by certain English 
officials but by native American gentle- 
men exercising offices of great dignity 
and responsibility. Franklin, at least, 
professed to doubt this, and a “ Member 
of Parliament,” according to Bancroft 
(Hist. Amerio. Bev., vol. iii. pp. 480-1), 
who had learned the alleged fact from 
John Temple, Lieutenant-Goveraor of 
New Hampshire, undertook, with the 
privity of Temple, to procure the docu- 
ments which would prove the assertion. 
These documents consisted of letters 
from Hutchinson, Oliver, and Paxton, 
“ written to produce coercion,” and ori- 
ginally ** addressed to Whately ” (Secre- 
tary to the Treasury), “ who had com- 
municated them to Grenville, his 
patron, and through him to Lord 
Temple.” Bancroft finds his account 
with respect to Grenville receiving from 
)^ately details of his correspondence 
with Hutchinson confirmed by the 
Grenville Papers, iv. 480. Franklin, 
by transmitting copies of the letters to 
America, made himself the public ac- 
cuser of men whom the colonies now 
looked upon as traitors. The excite- 


ment in America and England was veiy 
great; and in 1 lie latter country n duc*l 
was fought between a brother of the 
deceased Secretary Wliately and the 
Liouiomxnt-Governor Temple. Whately 
was dangerously wounded. Aftpr the 
duel Franklin published a letti'r, in 
which he stated lhal he alone obtained 
tho letters, which had never been in 
the hands of tho last-named Wliately, 
from whom they onild not therefoio 
have been taken by Temple. Accord- 
ing to Bancrul't, the letters were pro- 
cured for Franklin by “ a Member of 
Parliament.” I find another person 
mentioned as having rendered this ser- 
vice to Franklin. In Dr. Francis’s ‘ Old 
New York,’ p. 97 (published 1858), 
there are some details of a remarkably 
methodical physician of New York, 
named Hugh Williamson, who was in 
England in 1773. Dr. Francis says, 
“ Hosack offinned, on the testimony of 
Bishop White, John Adams, President 
of the United Slates, General Beod, and 
John Williamson, that Hugh William- 
son was the individual who, by an in- 
genious device, obtained tho famous 
Hutchinson and Oliver letters from the 
British Foreign-office for Fiunklin ; and 
I can add that John Williamson, tho 
brother of the Doctor, communicated 
to me his concuiienco in the same tes- 
timony.” — D. 
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The beginning of^this month the l)uke and Duchess of 
Qaraberland went to Weymouth on their way to Italy, 
il^fd^e they set out they went to dine at Gloucester Lodge. 
The '‘Duke of Cumberland behaved there in the most cold, 
silent, and particular manner, and went away abruptly 
without taking any leave. His Duchess, whether the 
cause of it or not, was distressed and confounded, and, as 
she followed him, turned, and in a low voice said to the 
Duke and Duchess of Gloucester, “ I do not know what 
is the meaning of all this ; he did not apprise me.” It 
was said that he often treated her very rudely ; still she 
certainly had had no reason to be pleased with the little 
cordiality shown to her by the Duchess of Gloucester. 

22nd. Died at Hagley, of an inflammation in his 
bowels, George Lord Lyttelton, aged sixty-four. He had 
entered into life with the highest reputation for parts, 
which, however, were not bright nor answered expectation, 
though he had sense and uncommon learning for a peer. 
His ignorance of mankind, want of judgment, with strange 
absence and awkwardness, involved him in mistakes and 
ridicule, and drew him into many political errors.^ When 
he arrived at being a minister, he maintained a reputation 
of parts and of spirit with temper, though he appeared 

• 

1 See a pretty just character of Lord man and a good poet, which he was 
Lyttelton, agreeing with this and a not), in the * London Chronicle' of Jan. 
former one in the * Memoirs of 1751 * 15th, 1774. 

(except in his Lordship's being a groat 
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totally unequal to his office. His slighter works were 
marked with neither, genius nor novelty, but his ‘ Reign 
of Henry II.,’ so long laboured and expected as a great 
and profound work, disappointed all mankind ; and though 
it evinced how deeply he had endeavoured to inform him- 
self, it neither instructed the learned nor amused the idle, 
being in truth a tedious, turgid, empty, uninteresting per- 
formance. As he had fluctuated between parties rather 
than betrayed them, as he really had a good heart and 
with inveterate gravity affected sanctimonious manners, 
the world esteemed him very much as a wise and upright 
man, which was greatly increased by compassion and com- 
parison with the detestable character of his only son, who, 
with more natural parts, was devoid of every principle and 
sentiment that become a man, and whose ingratitude, 
profligacy, extravagance, and want of honour and decency, 
seemed to aim at nothing but afflictii% his father, shocking 
mankind, and disgracing himself.* 

Toward the end of the month the Pope, vanquished by 
the perseverance of the King of Spain, published the bull 
for the suppression of the J esuits. 


® See a correct appreciation of Lyltel^ j chant, in Walpole’s ‘ Memoirs of the 
ton’s character by Sir Denis Le Mar- \ Bcign of George HI./ vol ii. p. ^7.— D. 
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17th. The Duke and Duchess of Cumberland, and the 
Duchess’s sister Miss Luttrell, went to Calais on their way 
tcrlfe,ly. Our Mimsters abroad were instructed not to 
visit them, but to Iffe as useful to them as they could 
underhand, while every method was used at home to dis- 
courage attention to the Duke and Duchess of Gloucester. 

2Uh. On the 24th ^died at Bath of the palsy Evelyn 
Pierpoint, Duke of Kingston and Knight of the Garter, in 
whom the title extinguished. He had for many years 
publicly kept, at a vast expense, the famous Miss Chud- 
leigh, maid of honoifr to the Princess Dowager, and their 
affairs had become singular enough to enter into history. 
Miss Chudleigh had a most beautiful face, her person was 
ill-made, clumsy, and ungraceful. She aimed at infinite 
art, but her beauty aided it more than her understanding, 
for her art was gross, ill-judged, and more supported by 
assurance than address. She had very early been pri- 
vately nfarried to Augustus ftervey, brother of the Earl 
of Bristol, and 'had two children by him, and before their 
marriage was known the Dukes of Hamilton and An- 
caster and the Earl of Hillsborough offered her their hands. 
As the wedded pair were both poor, extravagant, and 
gallant, they were soon weary of their chain, though, on 
confessing their case to the Princess and her^n the King, 
the bride •was retained as maid of honour, though her 
character soon became as inconsistent with her office as 
both were with matrimony. After some adventures of 
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noise she engaged the Duke of Kingston, a very weak 
man, of the greatest beauty and finest person in England. 
She built an expensive house at Knightsbridge, plundered 
the Duke, lived with the utmost profusion, while connived 
at by a pious Court as an object of charity, and was so 
silly as to wear well-known jewels of the Kingston family, 
and pretend to have found them in a chest of her mother, 
who lived on a pension. At length, tte children by her 
husband and the witnesses of her piarriage being dead, 
and hearing the clergyman who had married them was 
dying, she went down to him, forced the register from him 
in his agony, tore it, went to Doctors’ Commons an4 for- 
swore her marriage, and publicly married the Duke, with 
all the affected pretences to virgin modesty, but she had 
first taken care to silence the opposition of Hervey by a 
bribe of fourteen thousand pounds. Triumphant and lost 
to shame, she’ was presented at Court as Duchess of 
Kingston, and, as if she had bribed the King and Prin- 
cesses too, they, the Queen, and whole Court wore the 
favours she had sent to them on her marriage, — nay, 
even Lord Bristol himself did, though he went about 
declaring that she herself -had long before acquainted him 
that she was his brother’s wife ; and the Bishop of Derry, 
his brother and next in succession to Augustus, protested 
against the second marriage. Augustus himself, as if 
loosened, offered his hand to a physician’s daughter at 
Bath, with whom he was in love, but the plfysician was 
too conscientious to consent. Still the Duchess was 
baulked. All London, who had resorted to her balls and 
entertainments while she was a kept mistress, had the 
decency to abandon her on her new dignity, and she was 
reduced to retire with the Duke into the country. On his 
death the scene was completed. To secure her plunder 

- 0 2 
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she was forced to act moderation ; and her timidity pre- 
vailing over her rapine, as her interest did over her pride, 
it appeared by the Duke’s will, that she had contented 
herself with his own personal estate for ever, and with his 
real estate (computed at 17,000^. a year, charged with a 
debt of rOjOOO?.) only for her life, while, to exclude 
Hervey’s claim, it was given in trust for her; and to 
id#xti£^ the person* beyond* cavil all her names were spe- 
cifisdl^and she descrjbed as Duchess of Kingston, alias 
Elizabeth Chudleigh, alias Elizabeth Hervey"^ — the first 
instance of a Duchess recorded in a Duke’s will as a street- 
walker is indicted at the Old Bailey, and a clear confession 
that she was guilty of bigamy. The estate, by disinherison 
of tfie eldest son Evelyn Meadows, with whom the Duke 
had quarrelled, was given, after the Duchess, to the second 
son of the Duke’s only sister Lady Frances Meadows, who 
had long been mad, to his heirs, then to the other nephews 
and their heirs, and after them to the second son of the 
Duke of Newcastle, Lord Thomas Clinton. The well- 
known Wortley Montagu, son of the more deservedly 
famous Lady Mary Wortley Montagu, the Duke’s aunt, 
succeeded to 1200?. a year, settled on him by his grand- 
father the first Duke of Kingston. 

The Duke and Duchess of Cumberland had landed at 
Calais. The two first nights they went to the play. The 
next morning a deputation of the players waited on them 
to thank th^ for the honour and to be paid. The Duke 
sent them but three guineas. Disappointed, and meaning 


* This is not true ; she is only called Court had disallowed her marriage with 
my dear wife in the Duke’s will. Hervey. It was the reversal of the 
There are other errors in the above^ Ecclesiastical Court decree by the 
statement. The notorious lady did not" House of Lords that subjected her to 
marry the Duke before an Ecclesiastical the charge of bigamy.— D. 
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to affront, they had the insolence to despatch a dirty 
candle-snuffer with a bouquet for the Duchess ; the fellow 
very properly was caned. Still the comedians did not 
desist : they sent a letter after the Duke to St. Omer, to 
ask if it was really tru# that his Boyal Highness had given 
but three guineas, the company suspecting their comrades 
of having sunk part of the gratuity. .The French magis- 
trates now interposed, and, to punish such insults, com- 
mitted the last messenger to prison and banished the 
players from Calais. 

The Ministry, having formed a plan or a shift for East 
Indian affairs, determined not to let the Parliament meet 
till after Christmas, a delay very agreeable to Lord 
North’s indolence. 
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There was again a great contest for the election of a 
Lord Mayor. On, one side stood Wilkes and Bull, on 
thelptiier Sawbridge and Oliver; the two former were 
chosen?t)y a majority »f the livery, and Wilkes by a very 
large one, as it appeared after a poll demanded by Saw- 
bridge. Townshend, the late Lord Mayor, as active an 
enemy of Wilkes as the Scotch, was very ill-treated by 
the mob at each meeting. Sawbridge accused Wilkes of 
anonymous slander, who made a very bold speech of defi- 
ance against him, and published it in the papers. There 
was another gross correspondence of the same kind be- 
tween’ Wilkes and one Lovel, chainnan of the Committee. 
On the report of the Court of Aldermen, they preferred 
Bull for Lord Mayor by Townshend’s casting vote. This 
proscription of Wilkes, though for two years together, he 
was first on the poll, did but serve to revive his popu- 
larity from the injustice done him, and in this instance 
did not hurt his power, Bull being entirely his creature, 
and the odium on Townshend, Horne, Oliver, and Saw- 
bridge increasing. The two first were knaves, and the 
latter weak men. Wilkes was the only man, except 
Ministers, who preserved credit . in spite of character. 

Great discoveries were made from the papers of the 
Jesuits,^ which exceedingly enraged the Pope, who had 


* In their NovJbiete wae found by the 
examiners the plan of the Gunpowder 
Plot. The Pope made it be published, 
and even sent an account of it to be 
print^ in the Florence Gazette; but 


though Sir Horace Mann, our Envoy at 
Florence, sent home an authentic ac- 
count, the temper of the Court was toe 
favourable, even to Jesuits, to let it be 
made public here. 
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tempoi^sed in their favour as long as possible. Counter* 
briefs, in the name of their General, were found, annulling 
all that the Pope had* enacted against their order, and 
denying not only his authority but even the legality of his 
election. The King of Prussia, by a silly affectation 
rather than from policy, protected the Society. 

I must now turn to Ireland, the only part of our 
dominions which seemed to threaten any disturbance, nor 
that unless it should happen to be combined with <yrcum- 
stances in England. Lord Harcourt,* an empty man, 
devoted to the Court, but diflBdent and complaisant, had 
determined to act upon a sort of general plan, for which 
he was not much qualified, to court all parties and to 
employ no managers. Managers implied either the officers 
of State or the best speakers in Parliament, who were not 
yet retained, though willing to be so. This impartiality, 
still more than hatred of Ms predecessor Lord Townshend,® 
drew attention and civility towards him from all parties, 
the leaders of all being sensible that he could not govern 
alone, and being unwilling to be neglected by disobliging 
him. Even the Duke of Leinster, who was dying, was 
among the first to pay his court. Ponsonby, the late 
Speaker, was far from hostile; Perry, then actually 
Speaker, was favourable; and Hutchinson, Prime Ser- 
jeant, wished to be solicited to be s». Among the inferior 
speakers, who by having less parts had less hopes, several 
were active in opposition, and at the opening of the 
session hostile motions were made by calling for numerous 
accounts, partly to display the flagrancy of Lord Towns- 
hend’s corruption by proofs, and partly to ground the 

? Simon, Earl of Han^urt, Lord Lieutenant 1772-1777.— D. 

» Lord Lieutenant 1767-1772;,r-D. 
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|)roposal of a new tax. The Marquis of Kildare, eldest 
son of the Duke of Leinster, told the House of Commons 
he hoped they would declare the late Viceroy an enemy 
to that country. Some few who had been gained by that 
Minister provoked more, philippics by injudicious pane- 
gyrics on their patron.* Still the new Lord-Lieutenant 
appeared predominant, and the first motion for papers was 
de^a||d by the number of 88 against 52. Lord Harcourt 
hac efen ingratiated himself with the country by obtaining 
from England abolition of the additional' and unpopular 
Boards of Customs, 

But the great object of expectation was the tax on 
absentees, loudly called for by the popular party.. In 
short, between the profusions of the late Viceroys to gain 
votes, the want of specie which was spent in England by 
the great proprietors of estates, the consequential decrease 
of trade and farms, which iu-#heir turn produced emi- 
grations, the revenue was almost gone, and necessary 
cash did not remain either to carry on government, com- 
merce, or common traffic ; hence the patriots had deter- 
mined to propose a tax of two shillings in the pound on 
the estates of all who should not reside in Ireland. * Lord 
North, sensible of the necessity and of the abuses, had 
promised Lord Harcourt that if the bill should be sent 
from Ireland he would use all his power to have it con- 
firmed by the King and Council here. It happened that 
some very great Lords® here had the greater part of 
their property in Ireland, Even some of the chiefs of the 
English Opposition were in that predicament, especially 


* The Octennial Bill was proved to * Particularly the Earl of Hortfoid, 
have been only passed by Lord Towns- • I^ord Chamberlain* who was warm 
hond, but to have been the act of against the tai 
Lord Chatham* 
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the Marquis of Eockingham,® who, foi^etting their patriot- 
ism in both countries, grew very clamorous against the 
project, and found countenance from some of the Court, 
who had various reasons for joining the cry, which was 
grounded on plausible as well as interested causes. Several 
great Irish proprietors and peers were also peers of Eng- 
land, and obliged to attend Parliament here, which clashed 
with their residence in Ireland. Some were of English 
families to whom Irish estates had fallen without any other 
connection in that country. It was immediately intimated 
in the English papers that* the scheme was an act of 
revenge against Lord Eockingham, and, at the same time, 
a leading step towards a land-tax in that country. The 
cry, however, made no sensation here. Could the people 
of England care whether Irish lords were taxed or not ? 
Lord -Eockingham exerted himself in vain. At last, 
having summoned a meeting of those concerned, he could 
assemble but four besides himself. Lord Shelburne having 
been invited to sign their remonstrance, refusing, and 
adding, that if they had called him to sign an impeach- 
ment of a Minister he would hav^p concurred — a vaunt of 
hostility only calculated to disguise his wish of being pur- 
chased by the Court. Lord Shelburne had affirmed that 
the tax on absentees would be a robbery, and that the 
Minister who should advise it would deserve to be hanged. 
When pressed on all he had said, <le pleaded to Lord 
Eockhigham and Lord Besborough that Lord Chatham 
approved the tax, and he had long determined to be 
governed in everything by Lord Chatham. “ Pray, 
said the two Lords, “what reasons has Lord Chatham 
given your Lordship for the tax ? ” “ He has’ given me 


See ’Memoirs of the MarqUis of Koekinghara,* vol. ii. pp. 227-234:,— D. 
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none,” said Shelburne. “And is your Lordship con- 
vinced without reasons” said Lord Besborough, “when 
you would have hanged the Minister who should -propose 
it ? ” Yet the very next day Lord Shelburne went to 
Edmund Burke, and pressed him. to write against the tax, 
saying Burke might save him some thousand pounds in 
his pocket. Burke told him he had never written but 
two political pamphlgts, one of which his Lordship had 
n^-cH condemned, and that he would write no more. The 
Duke of Richmond told me these facts,' which he had 
from Lord Rockingham himself. 

The five Lords signed and sent a letter, supposed to be 
drawn by Edmund Burke, to Lord North, requiring to know 
if he intended to confirm the tax in case it should be sent 
over. He answered, if it came in the shape it had been 
proposed to him, as an individual he would in council vote 
for it. This answer was more commendable for its frankness 
than dignity, nor was it a wise precedent to answer a ques- 
tion on a measure of government asked by five private indi- 
viduals of whom four were in Opposition. The five were 
the Duke of Devonshire,' the Marquis of Rockingham, 
the Earls of Besborough * and Ossory,* and Lord Milton.' 
The Duke had inherited a large estate from his maternal 
grandfather the Earl of Burlington, and, with all his indif- 
ference to money and party, was persuaded by his family 
and Lord Rockinghim, gladito dip him in any opposition, 
to concur in this demand. Lord Besborough was air Irish- 
man, and his fortune lay in that country. He was a peace- 

♦ 

^ William Qavendish, fifth Duke^of John Fitzpatrick, Earl of Upper 
Devonshire. Ossory, nephew of the Duchess of Bed- 

« William iPonsonby, Earl of Bes- fori and Earl Qoyfer. 
borough, elder brother of the late Irish ‘ Joseph Darner, Lord Milton. He 
Speaker, and, by Ids wife, uncle to the married Caroline Sackville, only [third— 
Duke of Devonshire. D.] daughter of Lionel Duke of Dorset. 
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able man, was sorry to be involved against the Court, but 
understood and loved his interest. Lord Milton, heir of 
Swift’s old miser and usurer Darner, was the most arro- 
gant and proud of men, with no foundation but great 
wealth and a match with the Duke of Dorset’s daughter ; 
his birth and parts were equally mean and contemptible.- 
Lord Ossory’s junction was more surprising. Of the most 
ancient Irish blood, and with a large Irish estate, he was 
firmly attached to the Court,j. and, though a young man of 
strict honour and good sense, strongly connected with his 
near relations the Bedfords. He was not likely, on an abrupt 
summons from Lord Rockingham, to take so uncommon a 
step. Probably he knew it would not displease his con- 
nection, if some of them had not even instigated him. 

In fact, the Bedfords were at least not contented. ' Lord 
Gower had not lost sight of the Treasury ; Lady Gower '■* 
thirsted for that source of jobs and preferments. Lord 
"Weymouth was undone, as well as out of place, since the 
blunder he had made in resigning the Seals. * Even Rigby, 
though possessed of the most lucrative post in England, in 
which he was rapidly raising a fortune,® had the vanity of 
sometimes wishing to be First Minister, though, being a very 
timid politician, however insolent when his circumstances 
were desperate he trembled to gaze steadily on the object 
,he coveted. Two trifles that touched his vainglory and 
rapacity Happened at this time to mfiet and tempt him. 
The King, either afraid of his weight with the Bedfords, 


* Lady Susan Stewart^ daughter of 
the Earl of Galloway, third' wife of 
Granville Leveson, Earl Gewer, Lord 
President of the Council. 

® Rigby, the sou of a Hnendraper, was 
Secretaiy to the Luke of Bedford when 
the latter was Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, 1757-61. Rigby’s post was a sine* 


cure, bringing him 4000Z. a-yonr. Ho 
wH subsequently Paymaster of the 
Forces, Ho died in 1788. Combe in 
the Diaholiad has smartlyliit both Rigby 
and his patron : — 

“ When at my back the angry lash was thrown. 
He saved me and received It on his own." 

— D. 
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or apprehending that Lord North might resign in some 
disgust and that Eigby might chance to be necessary for 
the conduct of the House of Commons, paid great court 
to him, and made him think himself a favourite. On the 
other hand, Lord North, desiring to remove for his own 
ease the meeting of Parliament till after Christmas, and 
wanting money tp carry on the necessary services, had 
ohtamed from the Pay-Office an hundred thousand pounds 
a^a man. ,Though‘for a few months ohljr, Eigby felt the 
loss of the interest on such a sum, which he always put 
out for his own use, and then, to his mortification. Lord 
North, with his usual ill-breeding anc^ indifference, seemed 
insensible of this favour, which he thought an insignificant, 
and Eigby a considerable, service. This induced him to 
blow up Lord Eockingham’s heat, and to hold out to him 
and Lord Besborough a prospect of allies; and Lord 
Gower, who never acted on any principle, already affected 
dislike to the tax, and Eigby easily drew Lord Weymouth 
to any measur^that favoured a prospect of changes, though 
Eigby, pretending his duty to the King’s measures, pro- 
cured to be dispensed from personal opposition to Lord 
North. But befi)re he returned from Lougleat * he heard 
the tax was not so likely' to pass even in Ireland. The 
city of Lublin, always enemy to taxes in general, had 
instructed their members to oppose that proposed ; and 
Lord North protesfed, if it came over, he, tho%h alone, 
would support it in council. Eigby, alarmed, went to 
Lord North and disclaimed all knowledge of Lord Ossory’s 
conduct, and, as was his ^actice, retired to his own house 
in the country that he might not be suspected. 


Seat of Lord Weymoiith^ in Somorsetslni’o* 
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I SAW the remonstrance of the five Lords against the tax 
on absentee: it was strong' and very_^well drawn. Lord 
North desired at first to be excused answering till be had 
communicated the contents to the other Ministers. He 
then sent an answer in which he owned he had received 
such a plan from Ireland ; but though he did not express 
it, he implied that the plan had come to him from the 
King’s servants there, and he said, if passed there as pro- 
posed, he for himself would support it.^ Nothing could be 
more injudicious than this answer. The case was that Mr. 
Fortescue, an Irish patriot* fond of popularity, though 
brother of Lord Clermont,* a most devoted courtier, did 
intend to propose such a tax. It was as true that the 
Court intended to avail themselves *of the idea and carry 
it into execution, but were soon forced to relinquish it. It 
was first represented as a prologue to a general land-tax ; 
which apprehension, conjoined with the private interest of 
the landed men, both Peers and others, and tl^e certainty 
that it would lower the value of land in that country, soon 
made it denied by all substantial men. The partiality of 
it was strong ; the circur^stance of injustice to men who 
were Peers in both kingdoms, and who could not attend 

* Authentic letters, Relative to the Lord Rockingham’^' Memoirs.’ — D. 
intended tax upon Irish absentees, from ^ xhe creation of this peerage (Vis- 
the Duke of Devonshire and other count and Baron) only dates from 1776. 
Lords, to Lord North, will be fomlld in — D. 
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their duty in both countries at once, self-evident ; and the 
great probability that our colonies would follow the example 
was alarming. The defection among the Bedfords could 
not be without weight ; nor was the Administration less 
distressed on finding the Act would be very unpopular in 
England. The influx of money from Ireland was the 
more important to England the more prejudicial it was to 
Ireland ; and as Ithe greater ^art is spent in the capital, 
th|-(^ty of London^ soon took the alarm, and intended to 
call si Council that they might petition agaSnst it. It is 
scarcely credible, though true, that the first idea of the 
Court to quiet some of the most’ dissatisfied was to exempt 
persons employed about the King from being subject to the 
tax. Nothing could have been done more unjust and 
partial. Were men to be exempted from the penalty 
because they had additional incomes ? Were placemen to 
be indemnified when Peers were not ? and was a trifling 
ceremonious attendance on the King’s person to be deemed 
more important than attendance on the business of the 
nation in Parliament ? Might not the King release whom 
he pleased, as he does from the oflSce of Sheriflj by nomi- 
nating men to that empty charge of Gentlemen of the Privy 
Chamber ? This indulgence was especially calculated for 
the benefit ^f the Lord Chamberlain, the Earl of Hertford, 
who had an estate of ten thousand a-year in Ireland, and 
who, though the most decent, cautious, discreet, and sub- 
missive of courtiers, was on this occasion one of the most 
vociferous. He declared he wqjjld do anything to evade 
the tax. He said he would make over his estate in Ireland 
to his son, who should go and reside there for a year, and 
then restohing it to him, himself would g%and reside there 
another" year,* and so alternately ; but he took a better 
method, without absenting himself from Court. One of 
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his nearest dependants, Colonel Keene, had married Mi.tiS 
Legge, a kind of sister of Lord North,’ and this Colonel 
had early informed Lord Hertford, as he said, by Lord 
North’s permission, of the intended tax. Lord Hertford, 
no doubt, did not understand this communication as a 
secret, for he immediately gave intelligence of the project 
to Lord Besborough, who, as much interested as shrewd, 
and under less obligation to secresy, inAnediately blew up 
Lord Rockingham, who, both as affected in his property 
and as head of a party, could not fail to profit by the notice ; 
yet when the five Lords proposed to Lord Hertford to sign 
their remonstrance, he was too good a courtier to counte- 
nance such opposition to the King’s measures. Could he 
sign what Lord Shelburne, an opponent, had refused to sign ? 
Nor had Lord Shelburne been less active in inciting the 
five to make the stand. It is no wonder that on the 13th 
of November, before the tax could even be known to have 
been proposed in Ireland, so far from passed (which it was 
now thought it would not be), it was declared here that the 
Court relinquished the plan, and would not confirm it even 
if sent over : a symptom of weakness very consolatory to 
those who saw what strides prerogative had taken, and a 
confirmation of Lord North’s want of judgment in having 
avovf^ed for a* plan of Government what might have passed 
for a measure of Opposition if the King rejected the tax 
when sent over. 

While the Ministers here were wishing to avoid the tax. 


® Elizabeth Leggo was the daughter daughter of the Eaii of Halifax, was the 
of George Viscount Lewisham (mdest . father of Lord North. In this way was 
son of William Earl of Dartmouth). Elizabeth Legge “ a kind of sister” of 
Her mother, after the death of Lord that noble Lord. Her husband, Whit- 
Lewisham, became the wife of the first shed Keene, represented Montgomery 
Earl of Guildford. The Earl, by a in thirteen parliaments. — D. 
former mkrriage with Lucy MontiSf^e, 
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and while it was daily growing more unpalatable in Ireland, 
Colonel Blaquiere, Lord Harcourt’s Secretary and Prime 
Minister, a frank, good-humoured, but weak and conceited 
man, contrived by his indiscretion to saddle them with it, 
and avow it as a project of Government. Being called 
upon by one of the Opposition to proceed with the open- 
ness he professed and to enumerate the proposed taxes, he 
detailed them imnffediately, and owned. there might be one 
mo|fi made use of, which was a tax on absentees. To this 
imprud#ce he added two more, totally foseign to the pur- 
pose, but which, having come to his knowledge during bis 
being Secretary to the Embassy, he could not contain the 
vanity of divulging: these were, that his Majesty’s late 
great expenses had had in view the formidable and vast 
armies of the King of Prussia, as the review at Portsmouth 
and the exercises of the fleet in the Bay of Biscay had 
deeper objects than many people imagined. This jealousy 
of Prussia and this hostile eye' towards Spain were points 
neither his Majesty nor his Ministers could wish imparted 
to either monarch. The bravado to Spain became very 
sooj| afterwards supremely ridiculous, as it was known 
before the month expired that we had relinquished the 
Falkland Islands to the Spaniards, the recovery of which 
Imd been no less pompously vaunted, 

About this time died SirEobert Ladbroke, father of the 
City, and one of its Members. Wilkes immediately set up 
his new Lord Mayor Bull as candidate ; and at first the 
Court could prevail on no citizen to oppose him. At last 
they got one JRoberts; and the Scotch, and Townshend, 
and Lord Shelburne’s faction, and *the Court Aldermen 
under Havley, supported the>latter with the utmost mi- 
mosity. The heats between Wilkes and Townshend went 
the greatest lengths, and the* Court of Aldermen voted an 
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indirect censure on the former for publishing anonynious 
and libellous paragraphs. 

General Moyston having moved the Court of Common 
Pleas for a new trial against Pabriguas, that Court refused 
to grant it. The King took very kind notice of that 
tyrannical man. An arbitrary officer was not likely to be 
discountenanced, when the army was the favourite object. 

30iA. An express .arrived from Dublin that the tJix on 
absentees had been rejected by a majority of 14,'’ though 
the Castle, all triumphant, and which* had just had a ma- 
jority of 50, and had gained over Mr. Fludd, the best 
orator and warmest patriot in the Opposition, had exerted 
all its strength to carry it. But though honour and care of 
posterity could not restrain men from corruption, immediate 
self-interest could, which certainly defeated Government 
in this case ; for though the gentlemen had lately let new 
leases of their lands, on condition of the tenants paying all 
new taxes, yet the diminution of the value of their estates 
which would have fallen by the tax, and the danger of 
seeing their tenants migrate, as was now deplorably the 
practice both in Scotland and Ireland, alarmed the gentry, 
as that condition of paying new taxes had made the%ill 
unpopular even among the lower sort. Mr. Fludd was said 
to be bought by the promise of being made Provost of the 
College on the death of Mr. Andrews, which was expected^ 


* “Nov. 30, 1773. YoBtorday after- 
noon an account came from Ireland that 
the Absentee Bill was rejected, after a 
debate till two o’clock in the morning. 
The majority were twenty- to one hun- 
dred and six.” Lord Rockingham to 
Mr. Bowdeswell. — (‘ Mem. of Marq. of 
Rockingham and his Contemporaries,’' 
vol. ii. p. 234.) The tax proposed by 
Flood was two shillings in the pound, 
and the motion was lost, neither afi^Wal- 

VOL. I. 


pole nor Rockingham describes it, but 
by 122 to 102. The proposal was no 
innovation, for a tax of four shillings 
in the pound had boon levied on the 
profits, fees, emoluments, and ponsiona 
of absentees from 1715 to 1753. A re- 
newed attempt to revive the tax abo- 
lished in the latter year was rejected 
in the Irish Parliament in 1783. The 
numbers were 184 to 122. — D. 
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Fludd made a very impudent speech in recantation of 
patriotism, and instantly took his seat on the Treasury 
bench next to the Prime Seijeant, his greatest enemy and 
antagonist The sighs of expiring liberty are marked by 
some daily apostacy, and may such saints stand red-lettered 
in the Court’s Calendar! It was thought that some of 
the Opposition, who intended to vote for the tax, opposed 
it i| resentment t# Fludd, to show the Government that 
he lould not have so much influence as they had expected. 
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On the 5th ended the poll for the election of a Member 
for the City of London in the room t>f Sir Robert Lad- 
broke. Bull, Wilkes’s Lord May^f, was for some time 
the sole candidate, neither the Court nor the Shelburne 
faction being able to prevail on any creditable man to stand. 
At last they set up one Roberts, of a popish family, who 
had been an East India Director, and had been dismissed 
for ill-management.* The Scotch, Townshend, and Horne 
persecuted Wilkes with all manner of abuse ; and Alder- 
man Harley promised openly to countenance Roberts, but 
did not dare to appear for him at the poll, which Roberts’s 
friends demanded, and which began on the 27th of the 
preceding month. Wilkes notwithstanding triumphed, and 
Bull at the close had 214 majority. Thus the Court, with 
their usual inveteracy and blindness, contrived once more 
to cement the waning interest of Wilkes, and to rivet the 
attachment of his party to him ; and while, with their usual 
nostrum of breaking all parties, they fomented the ani- 
mosity between Wilkes and Townshend, they kept up a 
strong interest against themselves in the heart of the me- 
tropolis. On Ihe declaration of the poll in favour of Bull, 
Roberts demanded a scrutiny, which was fixed for the 23rd. 

7th. The Duke of Richmond and General Johnson 
carried the whole Court of Proprietors of India Stock 


‘ This assertion Hoborts solemnly denied, 
could not contradict. 


His dismission from the direction ho 


T 2 
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against the Ministry, persuading them to reject the plan of 
orders drawn up for the new Council, and the Court em- 
powered the Duke and six others to draw up new instruc- 
tions. Johnson uttered many sarcasit^ though a Scot, on 
the King’s insincerity, which grew into a proverb. 

The East India Company having determined to send 
their superabundant teas to America, and Parliament 
havii^ iniposed a t£ftc on teas landed there, the Americans 
resolA^d to buy no such teas, and even to oppose their being 
landed. 

On the \7th died Andrew Stone, Treasurer to the 
Queen — a man of whom I have said much in the Memoirs 
of the last reign, and who, though from his privacy long 
forgotten by the world, continued, by his access to the 
Queen and by his intimacy with Lord Mansfield, an indus- 
trious promoter of the arbitrary measures of the present 
reign. By principle a Jacobite, by nature dark, by expe- 
rience able, he always suggested such counsels as he would 
have instilled into James II., and was gratified when they 
promoted despotism in the House of Hanover, or tended 
to render it unpopular.* 

The 2Brd had been fixed for beginning the scrutiny on 
the election for the City ; but Mr. Eoberts demanding to 
be allowed counsel, the Sherifls refused it, no law authorizing 
it. On- this Eoberts gave up the scrutiny, but threatened 
to appeal to the House of Commons. The Sheriffs, how- 
ever, on his declining the smnitiny, declared Iti faVour.of the 
Lord Mayor Bull, who was accordingly pronounced duly 
elected. 

On the 28^A the old Earl of Guilford, father of Lord 


* See a sensible vindication of Stone, Beign George HI.,* vol. i. p. 71. 

by Sir Denis Le Marchant, in a note, — D. ♦ 
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North, was appointed Treasurer to the Queen in the room 
of Mr. Stone — a nomination that surprised and made every- 
body laugh. The Earl was extremely infirm and very 
rich, but very covetous. Yet probably he would not have 
been chosen either for asking it or to gratify his son, if 
other reasons had not concurred. General Grmme was 
supposed to have obtained the promisi during his former 
favour ; Sir George Macartney,* son-in-law of Lord Bute, 
wished for the place ; but the latter efthcr had not sufficient 
favour, or it was feared would be thought to have still too 
much.. The deep mystery of the King’s and Queen’s 
family made it sure that no one but a very secure person 
would be trusted in so near a post at the palace. Lord 
Guilford was most harmless, half incapable and half super- 
annuated. This mark of grace, too, to Lord North, w’ould 
silence him from complaining that he had no power, or might 
engage his serving in some sew, dirty, or despotic job. 

That man of famous wit, G. A. Selwyn, was ambitious 
of succeeding Stone as Treasurer to the Queen — a place 
his father had held under Queen Caroline. He had applied 
for the promise of it to the Duke of Grafton when Minister, 
who told him he had mentioned it to the King, who had 
promised he should have it. On Stone’s death, Selwyn 
told me of that transaction : I said, “.You will certainly 
not have it ; your wit is too well known and too formidable ; 
you will never te admitted into the silly, mysterious, and 
discreet penetralia^of the Queen’s house.” However, he 
stated his pretensions to Lord North, who wrote him word 
that he had mentioned his claim to the King, but the King 
had protested he had never heard of it before ; and as the 


* Sir George Macartney was created dom became extinct. His widow, Jane, 
Baron Macartney in X776, and EfiBrl in survived him till tlie year 1828, dying 
1794. He died in 1806, when the Earl- then at the age of 86. — D. 
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Duke of Grafton’s veracity was more doubtful than even 
his Majesty’s, the improbability of the King’s having given 
such a promise makes it fair to believe what he said. The 
Duke’s conduct removed all doubt. On Selwyn’s applying 
to his Grace to confirm the propriety of his pretensions, 
the Duke by letter acknowledged Selwyn’s application to 
himaand his owiia-having spoken to the King ; but pre- 
tend|<i nqt to recollect perfectly his Majesty’s answer: 
however inferred him to Bradshaw, whom he had ordered 
to keep a list of all his engagements. Bradshaw denied 
having any such list, or having received any such order. 
On farther application to the Duke, in which he was told 
of the King’s disavowal, his Grace, forgetting his former 
letter, flatly contradicted himself,* recollected that he pos- 
sibly had never spoken to the King, and insolently enjoined 
Selw'yn to say no more on that affair. Lord North’s be- 
haviour was, though more justifiable, not more temperate.^ 
He was angry with Selwyn for disappointing him of a 
borough, and in his letter, which was thoroughly brutal, 
told him that, though he had laid his suit before the King, 
be had not supported it, for he thought it most unreason- 
able, and then indiscreetly went into the affair of the 
borough, which he proved to have been the source of his 
enmity. These letters, with a very sensible, ai’tful letter 
from Selwyn in reply to Lord North, are preserved, and 
will possibly some day or other confirm this account, and 
display the characters of those Ministers ; as other authentic 
papers will, I flatter myself, corroborate the authenticity 
of these Memoirs— though in some things I may have been 
misinformed, and in others, from my own passions, I may 
have exaggerated faults. 


He pretended to have found notes of his own. 
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At the end of the month was published in the news- 
papers a panegyrical character of Lord Chatham, with some 
satire on the King, and ascribed to Dr. Eobcrtson, but 
unjustly : Dr. Robertson was no satirist, nor disposed to 
censure the reigning King, the patron of him and of his 
countrymen. The character had been written by Mr. 
Fludd, or Flood,® the Irish orator, formerly an enthusiast 
to Loi’d Chatham, and had been printed a year ago in 
‘ Baratariana, or Political Essays in Ireland.’ It was 'now 
reprinted, probably to hurt Mr. Flood with the King, and 
to make it more remarked by being ascribed to Dr. Robert- 
son. Mr. Flood had been formerly introduced by a friend 
to Lord Chatham, who told the person, Mr. Flood would 
never do — a false judgment. Mr. Flood was qualified to 
do, for he had eloquence and worldly views ; yet he had 
now not sold himself for a place or reversion merely, as 
was supposed, but from the urgency of his situation. In a 
contest with the family of Agar for the interest of an Irish 
county, he had killed Agar the father in a duel.® The 
son Agar continued the animosity, and obtained, or thought 
he had obtained, evidence of corruption and perjury in 
Flood, and prosecuted him. Agar had likewise interest with 
the Sheriff, and Flood did not dare to stand his trial. He 
now sold himself, cheaply for the Government, to Lord 
Harcourt, on condition of being allowed to name a Sheriff 
who would be favourable to him, which was granted.’ 


* Others say by Mr. Grattan. [The 
latter was the auiior of this “Cha- 
racter,” * Baratariana ’ was the title of a 
collection of satires against the Irish cwi- 
miuistration of Lord Townshend. In 
a letter to Lady Ossory, Dec. 80, 1773, 
Walpole seems to accept the reputed 
authorship of Dr. Bo^rtson, .whose 
name was used merely as a mystifica- 


tion. The Journal shows, however, that 
he was aware of the reports which spoke 
of Flood and of Grattan as having writ- 
ten the paper for tbp work named 
above. — D,] 

® In 1769. The quarrel was, how- 
ever, of long standing.— D. 
f He was better paid afterwards. 
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I will finish the journal of this year with some miscel- 
laneous anecdotes, which could not well be inserted at any 
precise period, and with some embryos of politics, which 
time must bring to maturity, or prove not to have been 
authentic. 

Lord Clive,. for real or pretended ill-health, went to 
Italy. Before he set out he made over to Lord North the 
disposition of the Members at his command — a step more 
dictated by prudencecthan by inclination. 

It came out that 300,000/. had been privately issued at 
the Treasury for secret services in the preceding year 1772. 
A large part of this large sum had probably been employed 
for tbe safety and maintenance of the Queen of Denmark ; “ 
but there could be no doubt neither but a large portion had 
be<?n expended to carry the Koyal Marriage Act — a bill so 
unpopular that almost all the Ministers had expressed dis- 
like and repugnance to it. Lord North had been the most 
averse of all ; but it was now whispered that his assent and 
support had been purchased at a very dear rate indeed — 
that is, by a grant of the Savoy, or part of it, for the 
sale of which a bill had passed ; corruption so scandalous, 
that it ought not to be believed till the proof shall come 
out. 

A transaction as ignominious to the Crown, and ridi- 
culous after our boasted spirit, I learnt from good authority, 
and believe it will be verified, viz. that we have abandoned 


® It was currently reported in 1772, 
that, while Denmark had nominally 
assented to the payment of an annual 
pension to the unhappy Queen in seclu- 
sion at Zell, the money was undoubtedly 
to be first furnished tc Denmark by the 
English Treasujy, This, and the his- 
tory of the Queen generally, were sub- 


jects which the ballad-singers of London 
made use of in their scandalously rude 
rhymes, which they bawled and sold to 
jeady purchasers, despite committals to 
Bridewell whenever the constables suc- 
ceeded in bringing the minstrels before 
the magistrates.— D. 
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the Falkland Islands to the Spaniards.- Dr. Johnson'.s 
pamphlet on that affair will be doubly profligate. 

An affair, little known yet, but certain, has come out. 
Sir William Young, the mercenary oppressor of the Caribs 
at St. Vincent’s, and usurper of their lands, owed the Go- 
vernment near 300,000/. Lord North had with great 
difficulty and culpable secrecy prevented the debt appearing 
in the accounts of the last year, yet did not save Sir Wil- 
liam, who at the end of the year became bankrupt for that 
sum. This engrossing Governor had possessed himself in 
the island, of lands to the value of 35,000/, a-year ! 

With such waste of various sorts the Crown was im- 
poverished. A scheme was set on foot for calling on 
grantees ^f lands in America to pay the arrears of their 
quit-rents, which, if satisfied, would have brought in a large 
sum, and steps were taken to obtain the payment; but the 
Americans were not in a temper to comply. One of the 
obstacles I saw thus stated in a letter from an officer of the 
Eevenue in one of the colonies to my own nephew, Mr. 
Cholmondeley, Auditor of the Plantations : “ I disapprove 
national reflections ; but must say that a Scot here may do 
anything he pleases, and will be supported even against 
the King.” In fact, governments and embassies were 
showered on the Scotch as less ostensible and invidious, 
while officers and private men of that nation crowded, or 
were crowded into, the army and navy. 

At Boston the discoveries which I have mentioned in 
the month of July “ were near producing very serious con- 
sequences here. Mr. Whateley, a banker of most fair and 


° Lord North, in the ensuing session, sufficient to ascertain our right ; and 
avowed the dereliction of the Falkland not a Word was said in reply. 

Islands ; incidentally in a speech on an- See page 255. — D. 

other occasion, he said, a cross would be 
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amiable character, and brother of Mr. Grenville’s secretary, 
to whom the letters in question had been written, suspected 
that one Mr. Temple, a zealous American, but who had 
been preferred by his brother, and whom he had permitted 
to read over his brother’s letters, had betrayed his trust, 
and stolen and sent to America the letters that had occa- 
sioned the flame. A controversy in the newspapers ensued. 
Mr. Temple challenged Mr. Whateley, the banker, who 
insliiitly obeyed the summons, but declared his disappro- 
batioli of that savage manner of decision, to which his pro- 
fession and way of life was repugnant. lie carried no 
pistols into the field ; Temple made him accept one of his, 
fired his own, and missed. Whateley fired his into the air ; 
yet Temple insisted on his drawing his sword, <J;iough he 
knew not how, nor was inclined, to use it, almost suffering 
himself to be stabbed, and actually received nine wounds, 
one behind on the shoulder, though none of them proved 
mortal. Great clamour fell, and with much justice, on 
Temple, though he appeared to be innocent of the treachery ; 
for, after the combat. Dr. Franklin owned himself in print 
to be the conveyer of the letters to America. Temple 
published a vindication of himself in the duel ; but it was 
far from satisfying any man. 

The rage of duelling had of late much revived, especially 
in Ireland, and many attempts were made in print and on 
the stage to curb so horrid and absurd a practice. 

In the summer of this year, a woman who had been 
transported, and who, a few years before, had advertised 
herself as a sensible woman who gave advice on all emer- 
gencies for half a guinea, was carried before Justice 
Fielding, by a Quaker whom she had defrauded of money 
under the pretence of getting him a place by her interest 
with Ministers, to whom she pretended to be related. She 
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called herself the Hon. Mrs, Grieve, and gave herself for 
cousin to Lord North, the Duke of Grafton, and Mrs. 
Fitzroy, She had bribed Lord North’s porter to let her 
into his house, and, as her dupes waited for her in the 
street, they concluded she had access to the Minister, 
Before Fielding she behaved with insolence, abused the 
Quaker, and told him she had disappointed him of the 
place because he was an immoral mafi, and had had a 
child. Her art and address had bepu so great that she 
had avoided being culpable of any fraud for which she could 
be committed to prison, and was dismissed, the Quaker 
having only power to sue her at common law for the 
recovery of his money, and for which suit she was not 
weak enough to wait when at liberty. But the Quaker’s 
part of the story would not have spread Mrs. Grievc’s 
renown, if a far more improbable dupe had not been 
caught in her snares. In a word, the famous Charles Fox 
had been the bubble of this woman, who undoubtedly had 
uncommon talents and a knowledge of the world. She 
had persuaded Fox, desperate with his debts, that she 
could procure for him, as a wife, a Miss Phipps, with a 
fortune of 80,000^., who was just arrived from the West 
Indies. There was such a person coming over, but not 
with half the fortune, nor known to Mrs. Grieve. With 
this bait she amused Charles for many months, appointed 
meetings, and once persuaded him that, as Miss Phipps 
liked a fair man, and as he was remarkably black, that he 
must powder his eyebrows. Of that intended interview 
he was disappointed by the imaginary lady’s falling ill of 
what was afterwards pretended to be the smallpox. After 
he had waited some time Mrs. Grieve affected to go to 
see if Miss Phipps was a little better and able to receive 
her swain ; but on opening the door, a servant-maid, who 
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had been posted to wait on the stairs, as coining down 
with the remains of a basin of broth, told Mrs. (jn'eve that 
JMiss Phipps was not well enough to receive the visit. 
Had a novice been the prey of these artifices, it would not 
have been extraordinary, but Charles Fox had been in the 
world from his childhood, and been treated as a man long 
before the season. He must have known there could not 
have feeu an Ho'.i. Mrs. Grieve, nor such a being as sin* 
]>reteit'Ued to be. Indeed, in one stroke she had singular 
finesse; instead of asking him for money, which would 
have detected her plot at once, she was so artful as to lend 
him 300Z., or thereabouts, and she paid herself by his 
chariot standing frequently at her door, which served to 
impose on her more vulgar dupes.^ 

I have promised to give an account of Sir John Dal- 
rymple’s book, published in the preceding February, and 
will here perform that engagement. 

Sir John Dalrymple had some time before written a 
volume on the History of Charles II. It was compiled from 
original papers and from miscellaneous information of men 


* Foote, ever on tlie look-out for inci- 
dents, introduced which had en- 
gaged public attention, into his faroo of 
* The Cozeners,’ produced at the Ilay- 
maiket, August % 1774 ; namely, the 
frauds of Mts. Grieve, under the ch^ 
racter of “ Mrs. Fleecem,” and the si- 
mony of Dr. Dodd, transferred to his 
wife, as ‘‘Mrs. Simony.” These cha- 
racters were originally sustained by Mrs. 
Williams and IVIrs, Gardner. The farce, 
or comedy, as it is called, lived almost 
as long as Fox himself did ; but the 
character supposed to represent Mrs. 
Dodd was Very properly omitted. It 
was an insult to that poor woman, aud 
a cruelly against Dodd’s brother, the 
Bev. Bichard Dodd, incumbent of Cam- 
berwell, to whom all reference concern- 
ing hjfe wret^ed kinsman was a matter 
of mnch pai»v With this exception, the 
piece ccmriliped to ho acted witli gi*eat 
applause r fm* it aiforded excellent op- 


portunities to comic actors, as may be 
supposed, from the fact that Foote, 
Munden, Quick, Suott, and the two 
Bannisters, Mrs. Webb, Mrs. Martyr, 
and Mi*s, Sparks, have at various peiiods 
appeared in n “ pihce de circonstance,” 
the ground-work for which is noticed by 
Walpole. It should he added, that in 
the ‘Memorials and Correspondence of 
Fox,’ edited by Lord John Bussell (vol. 
i. p. 94), Lord Holland states, *'lheliew 
the loan from Mrs. Grieve to he a foolish 
and improbable story.” His Lordship 
adds, “ I liave heard him (Fox) say she 
never got or asked any money from 
him.” Wfjlpole does not say that she 
.ever did, but, on the contrary* that she 
lent money to him, which, certainly, 
Pox would* not have considered a foolish 
fact, nor his contemporaries have 
deemed an improbable circumstance. 
—D. .. 
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of very different parties, which he had put together with so 
little judgment, that he perpetually couti'adicted himself 
and his own narratives, and alternately exalted and reviled 
each party, according as his materials had been collected 
from the opposite. Nor was this the only glaring defect 
in his book. Sometimes it is ridiculously descriptive and 
bombast. His friends the Highlanders are drawn as pure 
and perfect as the Troglodites, while the>chiefs of his own 
country are represented in the most odious colours. His 
hero, Fletcher of Saltoun, whom he compares to Cato, 
appears to have been»an unprincipled captain of banditti; 
and assassin. Sir John’s own character appeared to little 
better advantage, when he had thus and by his second 
volume provoked the public to examine it. He had been 
a hearty Jacobite ; pretended to be converted ; then paid his 
court when he found his old principles were no longer a 
disrecommendation at Court ; and affected to admire King 
William ; while the great object of his work was to depre- 
ciate and calumniate all the friends of the Kevolution, which 
he laboured to do, without measure, and in several instances 
effected with justice — nothing appearing so stjongly as the 
corruption of the Scottish great men and the coldness of 
the English at the Kevolution, whence King William’s 
character rose with redoubled lustre when the difficulties 
he surmounted came to light, while the abominable knavery 
and meanness of Charles II. and the stupidity and cool 
cruelty of James II. became ten times more striking than 
ever; evidence still involuntarily wrung from Sir John, 
who is ever wishing to palliate their crimes; or excuse them, 
by throwing the blackest calumnies on the most virtuous 
of their opposers, particularly on Algernon Sidney, Lord 
Russell, and Lord Hollis, and by closing his book with 
denying James’s and Lojiis’s privity to the assassination- 
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plot, of which Sir John must have seen evidence in Lord 
Hardwicke’s hands, from whom he obtained many lights. 
The famous second volume was a direct charge of bribery 
from France on the venerable hero Algernon Sidney, pre- 
tended to be virawn from Barillon’s papers at Versailles; 
a source shut up to others, and actually opened to Sir John 
the intercession of even George III. — a charge I would 
rot make but on the best authority. Lord Nuneham, son 
or Lord Harcourt, then Ambassador at Paris, told me his 
father obtained licencefor Sir John tosea^'ch those archives 
— amazing proof of all I have said on the designs of this 
reign : what must they be when George III. encourages a 
Jacobite wretch to hunt in France for materials for black- 


* What George III. really did was to 
open William lU.’s private box at Ken- 
sington to Sir John Dalrymple, The 
King did not encourage him to make re- 
searches in France ; hut did not Walj)ole 
himself do so ? Sir John, in the pretaco 
to his book, states that he had letters of 
introduction to Choiseul from “ Mr. 
Stanley, Lord Harcom-t, and Mr. Wal- 
pole.” Ti was by the special advice of the 
Chancellor, Charles Yorke, that Dal- 
rymple attempted to write the history of a I 
certain period, groimded on state papers j 
and other original documents of import- 
ance. His only alleged object was truth, 
but the Whigs saw in his ‘Memou-s' 
nothing but q, party work published for 
tlieir annoyance. The book is not alto- 
gether ill-criticised by Walpole. Dal- 
lymple knew so little how to use his 
materials, that when he had discovered 
the sentiments of an individual ho threw 
the whole into the form of a speech, 
which tlie individual utters after the 
manner of the ancientsJ ” His assiduity 
was indefatigable, and he tried hard, 
but- in vain, to obtain a sight of manu- 
script family memoirs in London, which 
he knew to bo of great authority ; but, 
he says, ** it required a train of solicita- 
tions to get access to them to which no 
man of common pride could submit.” 
With regard to the charge brought, 
against Sydney of having accepted 
money from the French government and 


the l\ench ambassador in London, Ba- 
rillon, it is one that has been examined 
by tho editor of T^ady Russell’s Leltei s 
(1773) ; by Dr. Towers, who published 
his ‘ Examination into the Nature and 
Evidence of tho Charges,’ &c., in the 
same year ; also by Mrs. Macaulay, and 
by Charles Fox, as well as others. Tlio 
conclusion to be diawii is, lliat Sydney 
undoubtedly accepted money, but for no 
seMsh purpose of his own. His great 
I desire was to establish a republic in 
England, and Louis XIV. was but too 
happy to help him, not out of love for 
commonwealths, but out of hatred lo 
this country. The grcfit patriot askc<l 
for larger sums tliaii he ever received, 
namely, 100,000 crowns. Louis offered 
a fifth of that sum, with a promise of 
more when operations had been seriously 
commenced against the English Govern- 
ment. Nothing came of it. Neverthe- 
less, in Barillon’s papers, cited by Dal- 
rymple, we find “M. de Sidney,” or 
*' Algernon Sidney,” set down more than 
once as the recipient of “ 500 guineas 
at the sfime time Barillon writes of him, 

“ The Sieur Algernon Sidney is a man 
of peat views, and very high designs, 
which tend to the establisliment of a 
republic/’ In another despatch to the 
French King the ambassador states that 
M. Sidney “ always appeared lo him to 
havp tho same sentiments, and not to 
have changed his maxims.” Lord 
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ening the heroes who withstood the enemies of Protestantism 
and liberty ! The attempt was received with due abhor- 
rence, and to the great mortification of the Scotch, whose 
unpopularity was doubled by so infamous an aspersion. 
Men saw the Court could have no meaning but to sap all 
virtuous principles, and to level the' best juen to the worst — 
a plot more base and destructive than any harboured by the 
Stuarts. Nor was it crowned with success. Who could 
trust to evidence either furnished from V ersaillcs, or coined 
as if it came fron^ thence ? And who could trust Sir John, 
who was accused, I know not how truly, of liaving at- 
tempted to get his own father hanged, and who had been 
turned out of a place by Lord Eockingham for having 
accepted a bribe — a charge he endeavoured to deny, and 
from the weight of which Charles Yorke had saved him, 
but which Lord Eockingham would never disculpate him 
from. His. bullying vindication in the public papers did 
but hurt his cause, and the Court grew ashamed of their 
champion, in spite of his flattery to the Prince on the 
throne. But here let me leave him : a refutation of his 
calumnies will appear in Mrs. Macaulay’s ne$t volume. 

At the end of this year died a singular man, Thomas 
Hollis. He was a gentleman of ample fortune, an antiquary, 
collector, of most virtuous morals, and the most bigoted 
of all republicans,® to a degree of being unwilling to con- 
verse with men of other principles. He spent much money 
in procuring and distributing fine prints of the heroes of his 


Macaulay truly says that “ in ,our time 
a public man would be thought lost to 
all sense of duty and of shame who 
should not spurn from him a temptation 
which ccmquered the virtue and the 
pride of Algernon Sidney. 

^ So he was thought during his life. 


An account of him has been since writ- 
ten and printed in two pompous volumes 
in quarto, and thence it does not appear 
that he was positively a republican. It 
does appear that he was a ve^ weak 
man, and thence it is no wonder that 
his principles were not very clear. 
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party and friends of liberty, at the head of which were the 
most virtuous of men, as Milton, Locke, Algernon Sidney, 
Andrew Marvel, &c., and in reprinting pompous editions 
of such works as support the cause of freedom. These 
editions, richly bound and stamped with the emblems of 
liberty, Mr. Hollis made presents of to those who loved the 
cause. He sent them all to me ; yet as I was not quite 
rej|ublican enough for him, he would neither admit me 
int4,h^ house nor enter mine, and once he wrote angrily 
against ’ me for having in the ‘ Anecdotes of Painting’ 
ridiculed the Presbyterians on their demolition of arts ; so 
that my impartiality and love of truth offended both the 
friends and enemies of the Stuarts. Mr, Hollis, however, 
whose virtue was far superior to his understanding, retained 
regard for me, and once sent me a fine drawing by Isaac 
Oliver, which 1 knew had cost him ten guineas, I sent it 
bafck, adding that I had accepted his books and prints, as 
he had given them to many other persons ; but that I could 
not receive a valuable obligation from a gentleman who 
would not condescend to converse with me. He was 
onffeded ; but his humanity soon forgave me, and he sent 
me more of his publications. Disgusted with the servility 
of the times, he had retired to Lyme, in Dorsetshire, where 
Lord Chatham made court to him, and it was supposed * 


^ It was confidently asserted that, a 
little before his death, which happened 
very suddenly in his garden (on New- 
Year’s day, 1774), Mr. Hollis had sent 
to Lord Chatham for the Christian 
names of all his children, but, dying of 
an apoplexy, his estate, by a will made 
long before, came to a distant relation, 
Thomas Brand, of the Antiquarian So- ’ 
ciety. 

[Walpole evidently misunderstood 
good Thomas Hollis, whose only bigotry 
was manifested in his dread, hatred, and j 


intolerance of Popery. The eccentricities 
of this amiable scholar and antiquary 
were many, but they were partly assumed , 
in order that idle and ignorant visitors 
might not intrude on his valuable time. 
He was a highly accomplished and a 
wealthy gentleman, skilled in the know- 
ledge of many languages, addicted to 
scientific pursuits, and enlightened and 
refined by the exercise of acute observa- 
tion in his various extended travels. 
His great ambition was to become a 
representative of the people in Parlia- 



1773. 


DUEL BETWEEN WIIATELY AND TEMPLE. 


289 


expected his estate ; but Lord Chatham could not be re- 
publican enough for Mr. Hollis, who died suddenly as he 
was walking in his garden. 

Before the conclusion of the year Sandwich, who had 
resisted all manner of applications from Miller, the printer, 
to be forgiven his fine of 2000/., and who had vowed never 
to forgive it, but to bestow it on some charity, privately 
compounded it for 500/. and his own colts.® 


SUPPLEMENT. 


To the Printer of the Public Advertiser, 

Sir, Groat George Street, 18th T)oc. 1773. 

When the malice of my enemies, by falsely iinpeacliinf^ my 
character, had put me to the hazard of my life, I flattoi'ed myself 
it would have rested silent and satisfied ; but as 1 understand they 
are still busy with my reputation, and are endotwouriug by a 
thousand misrepresentations to destroy that good name which to 
me is inestimable, I am compelled to trouble the public with a 


mont, but he turned away from the 
object of his ambition when he found it 
was to be secured only by britey, and 
at the cost of indepoudence of thought 
and action. He was a great collector 
of books and medals, and profusely gene- 
rous in parting with any of them to indi- 
viduals and institutions who could turn 
them to good purposes. For himself, 
he had method and purpose in all his 
transactions. His collection of medals 
preserved the effigies of men who had 
withstood tyranny, and thereby kept up 
the memory of freedom and its cham- 
pions. He thus at once illustrated art 
and patriotism. Nor was he a mere col- 
lector either of books or medals : his 
methodical, elaborate, and curiowdiary 
alone might serve to prove his claim to 

YOL, I. 


be considered a “ literary man,” Ho 
edited various works with the care of a 
scholar, to whom the labour is a delight ; 
and the medals designed and struck by 
himself are said to have established his 
fame as an artist. Throughout life ho 
acted on the principle that to give was 
better than to receive; and no man 
could desire better epitaph than the one 
contained in the summing up of his cha* 
racter by a writer in the * St, James’s 
Ciironicle,' wherein it is said that in him 
“ Liberty lost her champion, Humanitv 
her treasurer, and Charity her steward.^* 
-D.] 

® Lord Sandwich repented of, or was 
persuaded out of, this lenity, and sent 
Miller word he would remit no part of 
the fine. 


U 
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detail of those circumstances which obliged me to appeal to the 
sword. I hope to show that my conduct in so doing was proper, as 
far as complying with a -custom, the tyranny of which, I confess, I 
have not fortitude to resist, can be justified. 

It is with infinite regret I find r^iyself obliged to mention Mr. 
Whately, and that sometimes in. terms of censure. The part he took 
in the question made me feel myself aggrieved by him. He answered 
mo in the field like a man of spirit and a gentleman. It is with 
pleasui'e I do this justice to his character. 

When Mr. Whateljr was apprised of some original letters from 
g'^t^lpnen in America to his late brother having been sent over and 
mSde public at Boston, Ife called upon mo, read part of a letter from 
Mr. Oliver complaining of the publication of his letters, and men- 
tioned that he had given me access to some of his brother’s lettei's 
from his correspondents in America. He accompanied this with a 
declaration that ho had not the least suspicion of mo, and did not 
know that those published letters were ever in his possession ; but 
he wished I would authorise him to say I had them not from him. 
I gave Mr. Whately every assurance that a gentleman could give 
that I had not taken any one letter, nor a line of one, from among 
those he showed to me, but such as he saw and gave me leave to 
take, and which were all written by my brother and myself. 1 did 
tliis repeatedly, and in the most explicit terms. Mr. Whately 
appeared perfectly satisfied, and I own I did not expect he would 
have mentioned that transaction again in any manner that could 
throw a possibility of suspicion on my character. For in my appre- 
hension, when a gentleman has pledged his honour to another, to 
insinuate or countenance a suspicion of him afterwards leads in- 
evitably to the consequences which have attended this transaction. 
Some time after this explanation between Mr. Whately and myself 
several paragraphs appeared in the newspapers highly injurious and 
dishonourable to me, I was held forth as a monster of ingratitude 
and as a villain, who, under the cover of friendship, watched for an 
opportunity when Mr. Whately’s back was turned to rob him of 
papers which were in confidence put into my hands. Of these 
things I took no public notice, not because Ihey g^ve me no uneasi- 
ness, but because I knew not how to redress myself. A search after 
the authors of them I conceived would be vain. Sufoh malevolent 
attacks could have been made by none but cowards, who would take 
care to conceal themselves. It seemed impossible that Mr, Whately 
could have had any knowledge of the authors, or could have given 
any countenance to such aspersions, after the solemn assurances which 
I had given him ; nor should I have troubled him on the subject if 
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his name had not been used as an authority to support those false 
and maliciotis assertions. These wintorn artfully suppressed tlnoo 
very material circumstances in their reprosontations : that Mr. 

hately did not know the letters sent to Boston were ever in his 
possession ; that of those which he put into my hands none appeared 
to be missing, which could not have been the case if seventeen 
letters, and some of them very long, had been taken away ; and 
that I had given him every assurance whicli a gcmtleman could 
rocpiire or receive that no such letters had^been taken by me. 
Without the use of Mr. Whatcly’s name the clfarge would have had 
no effect upon the public. That gentleman sutfered the unfair and 
injurious representations, under the sanctiSn of his name, to pass 
unexplained. I did expect, when ho saw the pui’po.S(' to which 
the men who gained intelligence from him were applying it, that 
ho would in justice to truth, and to me, bive stated the whole as 
above. If he had done so, 1 appeal to the judgment of the public 
whether any suspicion would have rested upon me, or any serious 
consequences followed. I did not ask this of him, because 1 thought 
he ought to have done it unasked. I'here is an indelicacy in urging 
a gentleman to do that which is his duty, and owes its merit to its 
being voluntary. The suspicion against me upon so unfair a state 
of facts, aided, I suppose, by the private slanders of those wlio raised 
it, secretly gained ground ; and on the 8ih of this month a writer, 
under the signature of Anterior, renewed the accusation of mo by 
name, vouching it with a conveimtion which ho seems to have him- 
self held upon the subject with Mr. hately. 

Under so direct a charge I thought it would not become mo to bo 
any longer silent. I went with the pai>er to Mr. W hately, and 
received from him, as I imagined, a satisfactory denial of those pro- 
tended facts which materially supported the suspicion. This 1 made 
public ; Mr. Whately then came forward with his name. He omitted 
to state what was solely essential, that he did not know the letters 
in question were among those ho put into my hands, and that none 
of those with which he had intrusted me appeared to be missing, 
but related the matter in such a manner as strongly to corroborate 
the anonymous charge, and gave me, to my understanding, the lie 
direct. They who have any feelings. of honour will not wonder that 
I was impatient under such an imputation, and thought every mo- 
ment miserable till I had called upon him, from whom I received 
such an affront, for honourable amends. The public it? acquainted 
with the sequel ; but the circumstances of that affair have been so 
falsely represented to my dishonour, that I am obliged to beg a 
moment’s indulgence till I i^tate that transaction fairly. 

u 2 
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The gentleman who waited upon Mr. "Whatoly with my invita- 
tion told him he would attend me as a second if Mr. Whately would 
have one on his part. Mr. Whately declined having any second, 
and therefore I brought none. He appeared at the place appointed 
with a sword only. I gave him one of my pistols. We discharged 
them mutually ; mine being, at his request, the first, without effect. 
If his was not directed at me it escaped my observation. I then 
drew my sword and approached him, who had also unsheathed his, 
with a persuasion, grounded on his coming with a sword only, when 
thejc choice of weapons was in him, that I was to encounter an 
adwsjpy much superior to myself in skill. I soon found my mis- 
take ; ^d, as far as I dbuld reason in such a situation, determined, 
by . wounding him in the sword arm, to end thi^ business without a 
fatal stroke. But my skill was not equal to my intention; it soon 
became a struggle, instead of a regular combat, and I could only 
avoid making a full lunge, which probably would have wounded 
him mortally. The contortions of my antagonist’s body, during the 
struggle, exposed parts which, in a regular encounter, could never 
have been toTiched. When ho turned himself to seize the blade of 
my sword with his left hand, I supposed he received the wounds in 
his left side, and in some violent effort his shoulder must have been 
exposed. The extreme smallness of the wound in that part, bein^, 
as I am well informed, a mere puncture, proves it to have been acci- 
dental. Had my purpose been unfair, I should have taken the life 
that was in my power ; had it been mortal, every wound would not 
have been superficial, and one only dangerous, not from its depth, 
but its direction. I undeistand it has boon said he was down. In 
such circumstances it is as impossible to. account for everything that 
happens as to remember everything tliat passes. But of this I am 
very sure,, that, though he slipped once, ho never fell. 

It is proper to apprise the reader that I am unfortunately very 
deaf. If any words of accommodation, as has been represented, wore 
really used by Mr. Whatfely, I did not hear them. They who ex- 
pect coolness in the midst of such a conflict, and deliberation in the 
moment of a deadly point being at one’s breast, require too much. 
It is well that the passion which rises fast on such an occasion did 
not alter imperceptibly my general determination not to push so 
forcibly as to make a deep wound. It is with confidence I can 
aflSrm I was not guilty of any unfair action, because I never had an 
unfair thought ; nor of a cruel 'one, because my purpose was the 
reverse. 

I have received no bodily woui^d ; but they whose minds can feel 
for consequences which they could net with honour avoid will 
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understand me wlion I tliat I have felt tliose wounds which far 
sui’pass ii^nguish every bodily pain. 

The anonymous assassins who have been really the cause of this 
mischief remain unknown, but time, I trust, will drag them forth 
to the punishment they deserve. 

Of those to whom I am"" unknown, the candid and honourable aire, 
I hope, convinced that the injurious charges whicli have been 
brought against me are totally without foundation. W'ith those to 
whom I am known I flatter myself the constant tenor of iny life has 
rendered a defence of my conduct unnecessary* 

1 have but a few words more to say upon the subject. As ]\Ir. 
Whately’s narintive tends to confirm the^ suspicion of my having 
taken from him the letters wdiich wore sent to l>os(on, 1 do again 
most solemnly affirm tliat I neither took from liim those, nor any 
other letters, but such as wore wiitten by my brother and myself to 
the late Mr. W Lately, and that with his knowledge and consent ; 
nor had I any concern, directly or indb'ootly, in p]-ocuring or trans- 
mitting the letters wdxich were sent to Boston. 

J. Tlmple, 

Mr. W^hately afterwards published an account of the duel, wdiich 
proved Mr. Temple still more in the wi’ong. Dr. Franklin having 
presented a memorial to the Privy Council against ]\less3’s. Hut- 
chinson and Oliver, founded on their letters to the late Mr, Whatoly, 
the Council asked Dr. Franklin how ho got those letters? to which 
he refused to reply. Whoever wishes to know more of this affair 
may consult the books of tlie Privy Council for the month of January, 

1774. ® 


See also the note to the last entry for July, 1772. 
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lOth. The Duke and Duchess of Gloucester went to 
the play at Covent Garden for the first time in ceremony. 
They were received with excessive shouts of applause, 
which confounded the Duchess not accustomed to it. She 
turned pale, and then coloured ; as she was evidently with 
child, the spectators, for fear of afiecting her, suspended 
their acclamations; but, won by her modesty, confusion, 
and beauty, redoubled their claps and huzzas.' A few 
days before, as the King was riding, he met their child, 
the Princess Sophia, in its nurses lap in the coach. 
Thinking it was the Duchess and child, he pulled off his 

* The bills of the day simply express visit to the theatre. Five days pre- 
thatthe play for the evening was “by viously, Saturday, January 8, Charles 
’^particular desire.” The performances Fox and other public men of less note 
consisted of Jam Shore and Harlequin closed their vacation pleasures by the 
Sylph, The {ragedy perhaps was se- performance of a tragedy and farce at 
lected as an illustration of the evils Winterslow House, near Salisbury, the 
of dishonourable connections between seat of the Hon. Stephen Fox. The 
princes and ladies of inferior state, play was the Fair PenitenU iu which 
Bensley played Shore, and Smith en- Charles Fox acted Horatio to the Lo- 
acted Hastings. The letter, a short thario of his lively friend Fitzpatrick, 
time after, carried off the Jane Shore of The afterpiece was jHipk Life below 
tlie evening — brilliant Mrs. Hartley, ' in which FoX played, with great 

Two nights after the triumphant recep- spirit, that capital low comedy part. Sir 
tion.of the Duke andBuchessatOovent Harry’s servant. The night’s enter- 
Garden, the King and Queen went in tainment yras followed by a very serious 
state to Drury I^ne, where the School drama, for before Sunday morning 
for Wives was given. Both pieces con^ dawned Winterslow was bwned to the 
tain lines that party spirit could easily groimd, : With: the session now opening, 
apply, according to its bias. It will be Fox loay be said to have seriously corn- 
observed in the text that Parliament , menc^ his career as a public man.— D. 
met on the 13th, the day after the latter | 
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bat. He met it a^ain iu two days, being iti the chaise 
with the Queen, but then took no notice — which proved it 
was her Majesty that prevented his reconciliation with his 
brother. 

IZth. The Parliament met. The Earl of Northing- 
ton * and Lord Willoughby de Broke ® moved the Address 
in the Lords; Lord Guernsey^ and Mr. John St. John® 
in the Commons. There was not a breath of opposition in 
either House ; only Mr. Prescott, a very rich banker, com- 
plained, in the Commons, of the fate regulation of the 
gold coin, by which, he said, there was not a banker in 
England that had not lost bOQl. Lord North laughed, 
and made the House laugh, at him, by saying he was 
glad the loss had fallen on those who were the best able to 
bear it. 

But though Parliament was so tame, one man alone 
kept the whole power of Government in check by his 
spirit, abilities, and industry. This was the Duke of 
Richmond. On the eve of the Parliament he had defeated 
all the efforts of the Ministers at the India House, and 
carried a material question against them by 68 voices to 
26. On this the Court party endeavoured to throw the 
whole once more into confusion, that it might be necessary 
to apply again to Parliament, where they could carry what- 
ever they pleased. 

18?A. General Graeme, angry at not succeeding Andrew 
Stone as Treasurer to the Queen, resigned his posts of 
Secretary and Comptroller to her; the former of which 


* Henley, second Earl of Northington. 
® John Peyto Vemey, Baion Wil- 
longhlqr de Bioke, a Lord of the Bed- 
chamber. 


Finch, eldest son 'of the Earl of 
Aylesford. 

® Youngest brother of the Lord Vis- 
count Bolingbroko. 
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was immediately conferred on Mr. Harris of Salisbury, 
author of ‘ Hermes,’ and other tracts. 

This week came accounts of very riotous proceedings at 
Boston, where the mob broke into the ships that had 
brought teas, and threw above 340 chests into the sea.^ 
About this time Dr. Law, Bishop of Carlisle, had the 
honesty to write against subscription to the Thirty-nine 
Articles, so popish!^ upheld by the rest of his brethren. 

#n the 2t)th came on the great day of expectation at the 
Indl& House on the bMlot for the Instructions of the Board 
of Directors and those of the Proprietors, when the former. 


® Soon after the period when Char- 
lotte, Princess of Mecklenlmrgh Stre- 
litz, became Queen Consort, she be- 
stowed on Colonel Groame tlie “ prettiest 
bit' of preferment” in the possession of 
the wife of a King of England,— the 
Mastership of St. Catherine’s Hospital. 
This appointment was popularly de- 
scribed as the Colonel’s reward for the 
exercise of his office of love’s emissary, 
when he- went from comt to court m 
Germany in search of a princess qualified 
to share the throne of Great Britain 
with George I.H. The gallant soldier 
happened to meet, at the salutary 
springs of Pyrmont, with the Princess 
Dowager of Strelitz and her two daugh- 
ters. His report of the younger of the 
latter is stated to have been so favour- 
able that it led to the offer of marriage 
subsequently ipade and promptly ac- 
cepted. When Harris succeeded the 
Cftonol in the office named above he 
was member for Christchurch. He re- 
tained his seat and his office till the day 
of his death, in 1780. Mr. Harris was 
the father of the first Earl of Malmes- 
bury (the diplomatist), and was, un- 
doubtedly, a great scholar, but not so 
“ universal ” as he was accounted dur- 
. ing the best period of his honourable 
and useful life. — D. 

The Americans signalised the early 
occurrences of the outbreak by using 
very loyal tunes, to which, however, 
they adapted words which were ac- 
counted very undutiful liere. Thus, to^ 


the air of ‘Eule Britannia!’ was 
chorused a hymn of liberty of many 
verses, from which I take one, as a 
sample of the half-arguiiig, half-defy- 
ing, colonial minstrelsy : — 

" Let ixs, your sons, by freedom warm'd, 

Your own example keep in view, 

'Gainst tyranny be ever amiM, 

Though we our tyrant find in you. 

Rule Britannia; Britannia rule the waves ; 
But never, never make your children 
slaves ! " 

Whitehead, the laureate, whose grand 
nonsense was pronounced “ insupport- 
able” by Johnson, took occasion of a 
temporary “ lull ” in the American ex- 
citement, a few months later than the 
period named in the text, to proclaim in 
a Birthday Ode the repentance of the 
colonists who incited to rebellion by 
putting new words to old tunes. Thus 
sang the son of the wealthy Cambridge 
baker : — 

“ The prodigal again returns, 

And on his parent's neck reclines, 

With honest shame his bosom bums. 

And In his eye affection shines ; 

Shines through tears, at once that prove 
Grief and Joy and filial love.’* 

Before Whitehead could write an- 
other Birthday Ode to the King the 
“prodigal’/ had struck his “parent” 
that blow at Lexington wMcb seemed 
proof of anything but “^ef and joy 
and filial love,” And then, as Bancroft 
remarks of the opening of the conflict,— 
“Kings sat still in awe, and nations 
turned tQ^watch the issue.”— D. 
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by the superior influence of the Administration, wore car- 
ried by a majority of 98, and the Duke of Eichniond at 
last defeated. 

26f/i. The City petition in favour of Roberts against the 
Lord Mayor was at last presented to the House of Com- 
mons. Lord North was not inclined to it, and the Speaker 
Nortoft advised its not being carried into the House : but 
Alderman Harley and the Scotch pa^y prevailed, and, 
after being referred to the Attorney asid Solicitor Generals, 
it was presented by Alderman Hopk'Ins. Sawbridge said 
it ought noFto be heard there. Charles Fox supported it, 
and, by Rigby’s instigation, abused George Grenville’s Select 
Committee for hearing Elections, which had really restored 
some credit to Parliament, and which the Court disliked 
as impartial and destroying the weight of a majority ndicn 
petitions were tried there, since a small number would not 
expose themselves to the odiiim of injustice as a whole 
party would. T. Townshend, observing that Charles Fox 
• sat near the bar, as his father had used to do when he 
managed elections, said, the young gentleman seemed to 
think he had, and wished to recover, an hereditary right 
of managing elections. Rigby, to court Fox, made a 
panegyric on Lord Holland, whom he had used so very ill, 
and abused Grenville’s bill. Townshend, with his usual 
quickness, replied that, had he been the friend of Lord 
Holland or Grenville (as Rigby had been and deserted 
both for interest), he should not have forfeited their friend- 
ship. The petition was referred to the Committee. 

2%th. Dr. Franklin was again heard by counsel before 
. the Privy Council.® Wedderbum, Solicitor-General, made 
a most bitter and abusive speech against him,* which was 


® This event» a capita^me in giving date to the American war. 
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much admired. He made no reply. The Council advised 
a rejection of the memorial he had presented j^ainst 
Hutchinson and Oliver, and justified those persons as not 
being to blame for the letters complained of. The Minis- 
ters determined to turn Franklin out of his place of post- 
master of America, which could but incense him and drive 
him (a man of vast abilities) on farther hostilities, and 
recommend him its a martyr to the Bostonians. This 
plafe was all he had, and it was taken away. 

Mt Ibe end of the month happened the,, dis^ce of Dr. 
Dodd, a precise, affected, and popular preacher, an enemy, 
but mimic, of the Methodists, Director of the Magdalens, 
and chaplain at Court, from his hypocrisy and popularity. 
He had been tutor to the young Earl of Chesterfield, and 
had married a cast mistress of Lord Sandwich; yet so 
mtiny titles not advancing hi? fortune in proportion to his 
wishes, on a prospect of the rich living of St. George s 
falling into the gift of the Lord Chancellor, Dr. Dodd 
contrived to have a letter written and conveyed to Lady 
Apsley, the Chancellor’s wife, in which she was offered 
3000^., and 500^. a year out of the living, if she would 
procure it for a person that should be named to her. The 
lady carried the letter to her husband, who, on making in- 
quiry, discovered that it had been penned by a clerk in an 
office, but dictated by Mrs. Dodd. The Doctor immediately 
denied being privy to the negotiation, and laid ,it on the 
officious .zeal of his consort ; he then owned he had of- 
fended, begged delay that he might retire and hide himself 
abroad. The Chancellor was obdurate, and made formal 
complaint to the King, who ordered the Lord Chamberlain 
to strike the Doctor off the list of chaplains, He again 
solicited for delay, but persisted in ignorance of the trans- 
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action ; and when Lord Hertford told him no indulgenoe 
would be granted, complained of the hardship of the 
usage.® 


» Dodd was at this time forty-five 
years of age. His wife, a Miss Perkins, 
was a handsome woman, the daughter of 
one of Sir John Dolben’s servants. 
When he made his emially impudent 
and impnident offer to Lady Apsley he 
was at the height of his popularity as a 


preacher. The riglit to appoint to St. 
George’s was claimed by Lord North, 
the Bishop of London, and tlxe Lonl 
Chancellor respectively ; but that of the 
latter was established, and ho api)ointed 
the Rev. Dr, Smytlio, a nopliew of the 
ex-Cliancellflr, Lord Camden.— D. 
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Is#. Lord Buckingham ' moved the House of Lords to 
address for copies cyP papers relative to the disturbances at 
Bo ^ooj on the teas. The Ministers pleaded that they had 
not^^ obtained suflScient information, but would produce 
it as soon as they could. The Earl of Stair,* a recent 
peer of the sixteen, who had never opened before, surprised 
the House by a strange, theatric, and angry declamation, 
in which he declared he was attached to and obliged to no 
man. He censured a long series of measures, both in the 
past and present reigns, complained bitterly of the oppres- 
sion his country laboured under by the Union (while the 
English repined as much at the partialities showered upon 
them), censured the debility of the Government, and con- 
cluded with prognosticating all kind of evils from it. Lord 
Buckingham withdrew his motion. 

bth. The day for ballotting at the India House for 
General Clavering as commander in India ; the Duke of 
Richmond endeavoured to avoid it by putting the previous 
question, biit was beaten by a great appearance of courtiers as 
proprietors, after a long debate, and the ballot was again 
fixed for Tuesday, the 8th ; but on the 

7th the Duke, having gained a majority of the Board 


* . 'Sir John Hobart, second Earl of 
Buckinghamshire, formerly Ambassador 
to Eussia, now out of place. His motion 
was supposed to tend to the vindication 
of Mr. Grenville, his patron, author of 
the Stamp Act. 

* John Dalrymple, Earl of Stair. He 


had been elected of the sixteen, When 
the Administration could not carry the 
election for the Eaii of Dysart, and the 
Ministers had only preferred Lord Stair 
to the Earl of Breadalbane, who had 
been set up by the opposing Peers of 
‘Scotland. 



1774. 


CITY PETITIOK. 


301 


of Directors, carried a question by a majority of one, that, 
as tranquillity prevailed in India, it was not necessary to 
appoint a commander-in-chief. Yet on the 

%th the Court-proprietors carried the command for 
General Claveriug, as on the 1.1 they prevailed to send 
Colonel Monson with him as an*eventual successor; and 
there ended the Duke of Richmond’s Indian campaign, in 
which his spirit, address, insinuation, *and application had 
greatly distinguished him, and acquired a large number of 
adherents,^y whom he had so long balanced the power cjf 
Government, at a moment when Opposition had in a man- 
ner given up the contest in Parliament.* 

The City petition, indeed, threatened a little storm. 
Mr. Roberts, the petitioner, in order to detect illegal 
votes, had demanded examination of the books of the 
Glovers’ Company, and the House sent a warrant for that 
purpose. The Company, in the interest of Wilkes, had a 
mind to refuse them, and consulted Serjeant Glynn. He 
told them that, as a member of Parliament, he could not 
advise them to ' ../ist the orders of the House, and, as a 
friend, counselled them to obey ; which they did : but the 
City petition had been presented with a deeper view in the 
Court. Mr. Grenville’s Act for Select Committees to try 
Elections, enacted as an essay for only seven years, proved 
the most effectual bar to corruption that had ever been 
devised, and was a tacit confession of the iniquity of de- 
cisions in Committees of the whole House, for the whole 
parties and majorities would brave any general shame. 


® The gave great offence to the latter place tlian at tJie former^ al- 

tlie Court just before the meeting of though the King was there to address 

ParliapoLont, by stating at the India the assembly on tho opening of the ses- 

House that'' his inclination and duty sion.— D. 

would prompt him rather to^attoud at 
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Thirteen specific men, chosen by ballot, bound by a solemn 
oath, and whose names w^re divulged, would not stand the 
test of odium of flagrant injustice and perjury. Yet it 
was not to do impartial justice that the Ministers promoted 
the City petition. No ; .what they hoped was, that the 
danger of offending Wilkes and his mob would deter most 
men from appearing in the House when the Committee 
shonld be chosen. * Thirteen names were to be ballotted 
for ful^f an hundred:; if an hundred members were not 
present, no committee could be appointed ; and, as an 
election committee was to take place of all other business, 
the House could not proceed on any business till the 
Committee should be chosen. The experiment was pre- 
viously made on the contested election at Worcester prior 
to that for the City of London. The Administration used 
as much solicitation to prevent members going to the 
House as they commonly used to fill it, and it was past three 
o’clock before there were an hundred members on the day 
appointed for choosing the Committee. The event was 
correspondent to the object of the bill. Mr. Aous, the 
Court member; was convicted of bribery, and the election 
was declared void. It had cost him 12,000^., and two 
more to support himself against the petition of his an- 
tagonist, Sir Watkin Lewis, one of Wilkes’s adherents. 
This was a stunning blow to corruption, and highly satis- 
factory to country gentlemen and family interests, who 
daily saw themselves attacked by adventurers, strangers, 
commissaries, and nabobs. Sir Edward Astley bad often 
promised the House to move for the. perpetuity of Gren- 
ville’s bill, and on the 

lO^A, by persuasion of liord Eoekingham, acquainted 
the House that he should propose it. Lord North said he 
would be as frank, and declared thaf he should be against 
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making the Act perpetual — a fair warning ; but he thought 
he knew to what a mercenary crew he announced his in- 
tention of making them vote by immediate pay against 
their permanent interests ! 

The same day was published ‘An Heroic Postscript 
to the Heroic Epistle ’ — a severe satire on the King, 
and a declaration -of asserting the liberty of the press/ 
which the very next day grew in danger from the rash- 
ness of its friends and the designs# of its enemies ; in- 
sinuations having been thrown out in the autumn that 
the King would in this session send a message to both 
Houses to demand some correction of the licentiousness of 
the press. On the 

Wth appeared in the ‘Public Advertiser’ a most daring 
attack on the Speaker, Sir Fletcher Norton, for notorious 


^ The satire against the King is con^ 
fined to the few lines referring to the 
naval review that had occurred since 
tlie publication of the ‘Epistle,’ when 
George III. went to Spithcad, whore, as 
Mason remarks, a monarch might see — 


“ as other folks have seen. 

That ships have anchors, and that seas are green, 
Should own the tackling trim, the streamers fine, 
With Sandwich prattle, and with Bradslmw dine. 
And then sail back, amid the cannon’s roar, 

As safe, os sage, as when he left the shore.” 

In a subsequent portion of the brief 
‘ Heroic Postscript’ the author does not 
so much assert the liberty of the press 
as threaten to employ it ; — 


** If real 4anger threat fair Freedom’s reign, 

If hireling p^rs, in prostitution hold, 

Bell her as cheaply as themselves they sold ; 
Or they who* ‘honour’d by the people’s choice. 
Against (hat p^ple lift their rebel voice, 
And^ basely crouching for their paltry pay, 
Vote the Mb birthright of her sons away. 
Permit a nation’s In^bom wealth to fly 


If tbis thf^ dare^ t&e 'thuuder of Ms song, 
jelling in deep-toned energy along. 

Shall strike with Truth’s dread bolt each mis- 
creant’s name. 

Who, dead to duty, senseless e’en to siwme. 
Betray'd country,” &c. 


All satire on Biwlshaw was accepbthle 
to Walpole, who never spares the friend 
or follower of the Duke of Grafton. 
Just a year previous to the appearanco 
of the * Postscript ’ the launcli of tljo 
Defiance was to take place at Chat- 
ham, ill presence of the Duke of 
Gloucester and Captain Boyle. The 
moment had nearly arrived for the 
event, when a message from the Admi- 
ralty reached the builder of the vessel, 
with Brailshaw’s compliments, and a 
request that the launch might lie post- 
poned for an hour or two, as he (Brad- 
shaw) was setting out with two ladies, 
but would be at Chatham as soon as 
possible. The Duke of Gloucester is 
said to have laughed heiirtily at the idea 
of a ‘Sea LoiA’ being ignorant that 
time and tide waited for no man. This 
hen trovato story had great success ; 
but in despite of that and similar 
stories circulateti by men who took 
Walpole’s view of Bnuishaw, the latter 
possessed many good qualities which 
would Jhiave been looked for in vain 
in those who either censured or laughed 
at him.— D. 
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partiality in preventing the presentation of a memorial in 
behalf of one William Tooke,® a Norfolk gentleman, op- 
pressed by Mr. De Grey, brother of the Chief Justice, 
who was soliciting a bill for enclosing a common in which 
the said Tooke had property, and to which enclosure 
Tooke would not give his consent. Tooke set his name 
to the publication, hut it was said to be written by Parson 
Ifcrne,® and contained a representation of the Speaker’s 
in^i^ce, which, however, appeared by the testimony of 
many present to have been no more than his slovenly 
hurry in doing business, and to have been more owing to 
Sir Edward Astley’s ignorance in presenting two counter- 
petitions at the same time. The Speaker, as soon as the 
House met, made his complaint, and said all he desired 
was to be acquitted of partiality. The members on whom 
he called disculpated him, and then Lord North, liigby, 
and Charles Fox called for the Orders of the Day, and 
the matter had like to have ended there ; but Mr. Herbert ’ 
went up to Lord North, and asked him if he did not mean 
to vindicate the dignity of the Speaker and of the House. 
Lord North, with his usual indolent indecision, replied he 
had not determined, he must have time to think of it ; 


^ This was Mr. Tooke, of Purley* in 
Surrey. Tooke, in his diflioulty, con- 
sulted “ Parson Ilorne,” as he was called, 
though he had just resigned the incum- 
bency of New Brentford, and given up 
the church for the study of the law. 
Home advised Tooke t(f publish a libel 
against the Speaker, of which Ijp offered 
to 'be the author, as a sui*e means of 
promoting his views. This libel brought 
Home before the House ; but it also l^d 
to such a modification of the bill so 
strenuously objected tp by Tooke, that 
the latter, out of pure gratitude, ap- 
pointed Horae heir to a ^eat portion of 
his estate. It was on this account that 


the name of Tooke was subsequently 
added to that of Home.— D. 

® Mr. Tooke was a very wrongheaded 
man, and liad long had a quarrel witli 
Mr. He Grey : he once proceeded so far 
as to pull down a large quantity of Mr. 
He Grey’s pales, who sent him a chal- 
lenge. Tooke hasted to London, and 
prosecuted He Grey for the challenge 
in the King’s Bench. Lord Mansfield 
gave Tooke but two shillings damages, 
and indecently made a speech in defence 
of duolling. 

’ H. Herbert, first cousin of the Earl 
of Pembroke. 
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but Herbert did not give him time, and moved for ven- 
geance on the printer. This set the House in a flame, 
and many cried that now was the time to assert the honour 
of the House against the insolence of the press. Lord 
North himself took up spirit, and spoke well, as he always 
did when he took his part ; and he drew a rjdicxdous pic- 
ture of a former transaction, to mortify Saw bridge and the 
City patriots. He said, if they sent for the printer, the 
Lord Mayor would refuse to obey their order : the magis- 
trate would think it his duty, like ouq of his predecessors, 
to be sent to prison, would have the comfort of martyrdom, 
and would probably meet with the same gratitude from his 
fellow-citizens as his predecessor had done. The conclu- 
sion would have been very artful in the mouth of Burke 
or Dowdswell, jas a leader of Opposition, as tending to 
excite the citizens to show more gratitude. Dowdswell, not 
quick enough to catch such an idea, yet put Lord North in 
mind that Wilkes might avow himself the author of Tooke’s 
letter, and then what would his Lordship do ? He remem- 
bered, he said, how often the Ministers had shrunk from 
the charge when it had been necessary to question and 
encounter. Wilkes. Woodfall, the printer, was ordered to 
attend. Sawbridge declared that, should the business come 
before him, he would dismiss the printer. 

14^4. Woodfall appeared at the bar of the House. 
He declared he had received the offensive paper from 
Parson Horne, but in the hurry of business had not perused 
it ; only, seeing two petitions, he concluded the paper related 
to thf common afiairs of the House; and submitted 
'hitosolf, hoping dlowance would be made for his having 
exercised his profession for twenty years without ever 
having offended the House before. This behaviour greatly 
softened the House, and Mr. Herbert moved for his being 

VOL. i.« X 
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only committed to the Serjeant-at-Arms ; but Charles Fox, 
prompt to be violent and to disgust, and assuming the 
Minister, moved to commit Woodfall to Newgate, in de- 
fiance, he declared, of the City and the Sheriffs, and was 
seconded by General Burgoyne ; but many others objected 
to the punish.ment as too severe, and the courtiers them- 
selves were against extremities, as Herbert, Sir W. 
Meredith, and others \/ere for not violating the liberty of 
thi pess. Lord NoS th at last said the offence was too 
great to be slightly , passed over; but, wishing to avoid a 
quarrel with the City magistrates, preferred the Gatehouse, 
which was out of their jurisdiction, to Newgate. However, 
if a precedent of milder punishment oould be found, he 
would yield to it ; if not, he must tread in the steps of our 
ancestors, who had been more watchful over the privileges 
of the House than the present generation were ; and he 
indiscreetly owned that the House was got into a scrape, 
must avoid it if they could, at least ought not to provoke 
it. A tedious debate then ensued, everybody trying to- 
procure unanimity and moderation. At last Dowdswell 
pointed out a case in the Journals exactly parallel, only 
stronger, as it extended to abuse on both Houses, when 
Meres the printer was committed to the Serjeant-at-Arms. 
This brought over several to the milder side ; and Lord 
North confessed that the case was in point, and that he must 
submit to it, if Charles Fox, with whom he had concurred 
for imprisonment, would let him ofij though he had bound 
him to the stake: but Charles Fox, with most indecent 
arrogance, stuck to his point, and declared he would take 
' the sense of the House, and Lord NoWh was so weak, as 
to vote with him ; but they were beaten by 152 to 68. 

\7th. YesterdSay complaint was made to the House of 
a letter printed in the ‘Public Advertiser’ of yesterday* 
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and the same letter printed in the ‘Morning Chronicle,’ 
signed “ A South Briton.” 

“ Resolved, that the said letters arc a false, scandalous, 
and seditious libel upon the constitution of this country, 
tending to alienate the affections of his Majesty’s subjects 
from his Majesty and the Royal Family.” 

“ Ordered, that his Majesty’s Attornej-Goneral do forth- 
with prosecute the publishers of tlic saM libel.” 

“ I'he order of the day being rea(j for the attendance ol' 
tlie Rev. John Horne, he not attending accoi’ding to 
order,” 

“ Ordered, that the said Rev. John Horne, having been 
guilty of a breach of privilege of this House in not obeying 
the said order, in contempt of the authority of this House, 
be taken into the custody of the Serjeant-at-Arms.” 

The paper complained of above was an impudent in- 
vective on the Revolution. Indeed the prmters of news- 
papers seemed to be trying whether they could not pro- 
voke the Legislature to persecute them. The ‘Morning 
Post ’ had for a twelvemonth been the grossest vehicle of 
all, manner of scandal. In the same paper was a virulent 
satire on Lord Lyttelton, and a barbarous s^ory of a young 
lady of quality, pf unblemished character. The printer 
made an apology the next morning, charging the fault on 
his servants — a poor alleviation of such scandalous injuries 1 
Such enormous licence could not be borne, and the friends 
of the press trembled lest they should lose the benefit of it 
by the excess of the abuse. 

It was Charles Fox who complained of the Jacobite 
paper on the \7th ; his reason was, that, if he should com- 
plain on his own case, he might be reproached with indif- 
ference to the interests of the Crown and Constitution. 
T. Townshend took “the occasion of teazing and flinging 

X 2 
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in Lord North’s teeth the pensions bestowed by the King 
on those notorious Jacobites Dr. Johnson and Dr. Shcb- 
beare,® the latter of whom had even been sentenced by 
the King’s Bench for his flagrant writings. He also re- 
proached Lord North with the patronage given by the 
Court to that scandalous writer Sir John Dalrymple. Lord 
North was grievously hurt, and denied the latter, though 
the King had paifl for transcribing the ’French papers, 
l^wrishend, seeing hw Lordship did not defend the peu- 
siro^to Johnson and Shebbeare, which were given before 
his time, and by Lord Bute, took care to renew the charge, 
which he did with wit and asperity ; and few could help 
smiling at what almost all supported, so weak and dis- 
graceful a Government ! 

On the ISitA the Administration were ridicirlously dis- 
comfited. Lord North, who had concluded that Parson 
Horne, who seemed to be running a race with Wilkes for 
popularity, would take refuge in the City, and that the 
magistrates there would protect him against the officers of 
the House, was not at all prepared to act, though Horne 


® At tlio age of forty-five, Shebbeare, 
the not bad-hearted but irascible son of 
a Devonsliire attorney and comfactor, 
after failing as a medical practitioner, 
commenced life, in the year 1754, as a 
public and political writer. In novels, 
pamphlets, and other publications, he 
mercilessly assailed the administrational 
system under George II. He was deter- 
mined, he' said, to write himself into a 
post or on to the pillory. His * Letters 
to .the People of England' procured for 
him the latter distinction at Charing 
Cross ; but his fiiend and admirer. Beard- 
mere, the Undeis-Sheriff, ^permitted him 
to stand on the platform m front of the 
pillory itself, where he remained th^ 
usual time, comfortably beneath an um- 
brella held over him by an Irish chair- 
man hired for the occasion. Having, 


thus far succeeded under George IT., he 
becamo still ♦more fortunate under 
George HI. Shebbeare did not indeed 
obtain a post, but he gained the next 
best, if not a better, thing in the eyes of 
such a man, namely a pension, in return 
for which he defended all the measures 
of government with all the moans in his 
rough power. Like the Tory Johnson, 
he published pamphlets in strong sup- 
port of the "course taken by ministers 
gainst the American colonies. He died 
in August 1788, and would have been 
entirely forgotten now, had not Smollett 
depicted him SiS Ferret in ‘ Sir Launcelot 
Greaves,’ and Hogbtrth given him irii- 
mortality by fixing him for ever, one of 
a group in the third print of ‘ The Elec- 
tion.’-.D^ 
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had surrendered himself, and was now to appear at the 
bar of the House. As he was brought by the Mace, it 
was the form that nobody could interrogate him but the 
Speaker. Sawbridge pleaded that he might be first heard, 
as he was charged with contempt. The Speaker said the 
House had already determined the contempt, on which 
Sawbridge cried out scornfully, “Go on and prosper!” 
Horne was then called in. He ivas pale, but wmll made, 
and had a sensible countenance — was neatly and decently 
dressed in grey, but without his gown. He spoke witli 
affected respect, and much deliberation, and with as much 
firmness. He promised to pay all proper respect to the 
House — said the rights of the people had always been 
defended by such enthusiasts as himself — desired a patient 
hearing — meant nothing disrespectful or offensive. He 
declared he should have obeyed the first summons had it 
not been so worded as to condemn him as guilty of a libel. 
The crime would have been established — an action would 
have been brought against him as confessing the charge. He 
professed his ignorance of the forms of the House when 
they were acting in a judicial capacity. He then requested 
to be discharged out of custody, that he might make his 
defence — in which demand he was supported by his friends 
Oliver, the late Lord Mayor Townshend, and Sawbridge ; 
but the Solicitor-General Wedderburn opposed it, and he 
was ordered to answer the information against him. He 
then, well instructed to baffle so idle and thoughtless a 
Ministry, asked modestly whether the minutes that had 
been read to him were a charge or the evidence ? The 
Speaker inconsiderately replied, a charge. Horne replied 
shrewdly, then there was either a charge without evidence, 
or evidence without a charge. Wedderburn soon saw the 
difficulty, and endeavoured, but in vain, to prove that 
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Woodfall was a competent evidence, which was strongly 
denied, as having been the original person accused, and to 
clear himself had accused Horne. On this ground he was 
artfully and ably defended by Dunning, who seemed to 
have been his adviser ; and it is probable that Lord Shel- 
burne and that faction, finding their treachery to Wilkes 
not rewarded by the Court, had laid this new plan for con- 
fusion ; and though Wilkes tried to gain Woodfall by 
oflwing him the protedcion of the City against the House, 
he Remained firm to Horne. Colonel Bjrre taunted the 
Ministry with the case of Algernon Sydney, which he said 
would be revived if they adjourned, as they proposed, to 
seek for fresh evidence against Horne, and which Dunning 
pronounced contrary to the custom of all courts of law, 
though they affected to copy those courts, whereas, on 
such occasions, the House had formerly been accustomed 
to sound high the law of Parliament — but Parliament was. 
grown contemptible ! — and Horne himself affected to laugh 
in their faces, though, as if unwilling to be disrespectful, 
he lifted up his hat to his face when the laugh had escaped 
him. Woodfall was then called and confronted, and 
alleged receiving the MSS. from Horne, and showing him 
the proof-sheet, and Horne s allowing him to give him up 
as the author. Still there was no witness to these trans- 
actions, and yet some were essential. .Woodfall was asked 
if any of his servants had been privy. He said they had 
printed the paper by his orders, but none of them had been 
present at his conversations with Horne. Mr. Herbert 
moved to call three of Woodfall’s servants* whom he had 
named, the next day as witnesses *, and Lord North said 
it would be ridiculous not to push the inquiry as far as it 
would go ; • but such an inquisitorial sentence was violently 
coute.sted, though at last carried by 132 to 44. The day 
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did great credit to Horne’s address and parts, and exposed 
the House and the Administration, who kneiv so little how 
to extract advantage from so gross an affront and violation 
of their Speaker and their privileges ; and who, while half 
the public ivas complaining of the abuses of the press, and 
themselves wishing to abridge its just rights, contrived to 
flatter the most scandalous authors and printers with im- 
punity, and could not save themselvestfrom a defeat by a 
profligate and infamous parson. Iir fact, the nation was so 
servile, and abilities so rare, at this time, that an able 
Minister would have riveted our chains, or an able Oppo- 
sition have demolished so weak an Administration. 

The next day, the l%th, was still less prosperous. Horne 
being again brought to the bar, the three witnesses, Wood- 
fall’s men, were examined in his presence.® They all denied 
any acquaintance with him, or knowing that he was author 
of the libel in question. Horne was then informed by the 
Speaker that that was the proper time for making his 
defence. He replied, “ My only defence will be thanks 
to this House for great personal tenderness. A wise man ’ 
(whom I never knew mistaken) has said, that truth had 
never yet so many friends in the world as to carry it 
through anywhere by vote. I rely in this instance on 
finding my old friend mistalcen — and so I leave my de-. 
fence.” Mr. Herbert then, to show his impartiality, said 
that, as *the evidence had not proved Mr. Horne guilty, 
he moved to discharge him. Mr. Phipps * seconded him, 
with severe reflections on the injustice of the proceedings, 
and ridicule on Lord North’s false prophecy that Horne 


® Vide ‘London Chronicle’ of Feb. Lord Mulgrave. Ho was lately retunied 
19, 1774. from an expedition to discover the North- 

^ Lord Bacon. west Passage, 

Constantine Phipps, eldeSt son of 
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would not appear, and the consequential blunders. They 
expected nothing but violence, said he — not moderation, 
and a man of sense. Charles Fox, struck with Lord 
North’s insufficient behaviour, and impatient to aggrandise 
himself at his expense, cautioned the House, the next time 
they should be concerned in such a business, not to ascribe 
any particular merit to a printer in giving up his author ; 
and he rudely blamed Lord North for his imprudence in 
premising Woodfall indemnity for betraying Home. He 
de^ared too that he thought printers mqre culpable than 
authors, and that the chief punishment ought to fall on 
the former. Colonel Barre was still more pointed, and 
drew a picture, with much wit, of Lord North, counselled 
on one hand by Wedderburn, and on the other by the 
prudence of the youngest man in the House, Charles Fox, 
both whom he painted well, and extolled ironically. Mr. 
Horne’s being a clever fellow, he said, had not been 
guarded against. What the honour of the House meant 
he did not know. Had the House not suffered Mr. 
. Wilkes’s answer to the Sheriffs, upon their summoning him 
to attend his duty in Parliament, to pass unnoticed, though 
signed with his name, and would they now go about 
searching for libellers ? They had better address the Crown 
.to pay Mr. Horne’s fees ; and for himself, as he had been 
a soldier, 'and used to disposing troops, he would advise 
the noble Lord to place the young gentleman on the right 
who had recommended to him not to be rash, and the faithful 
Achates, his learned friend, on the left, and then he would 
find common sense on one side, and law on the other. 
Sawbridge moved that Horne should be discharged tJoUlwut 
paying his' fees, but that amendment was overruled, and 
he was ordered to be at liberty on paying his fees. Her- 
bert said he should move to have Wcodfall prosecuted. 
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21sif. A debate. on the ordinary of the Navy, in which 
an increase was made, and ill defended by the Ministers. 
It was remarkable that Cornwall, their late pensioned 
convert, gave up their bad defence, and censured it, and 
that Captain Phipps, generally an opponent, made a high 
panegyric on Lord Sandwich, who, it was thought, had 
sent him, from pique, on his late unprosperous and im- 
probable searth of a north-west passage.,' 

The next day the House of Lord." gave sentence. against 
the permanent right of authors and their assigns to the 
property of their works. 

24/A. Charles Fox was dismissed, for his late behaviour 
to Lord North, from being a Lord of the Treasury. Mr. 
Temple was also turned out for the affair of Whateley’s 
letters. 

At night the Queen was delivered of another prince.'* 

It was not entirely presumption and ambition that had 
driven Charles Fox on hostilities towards Lord North. 
Edmund Burke had great weight with him ; and Burke, 
tired of a hopeless opposition, of desperate fortune, and apt 
to deal in moneyed projects, had, in concert with Garrick 
the actor, engaged Fox in soliciting Lord North for a 
grant of lands in America. If it succeeded, Burke and 
Fox would have sold their shares; if it miscarried. Pox 
would be a great acquisition to the discontented. Lprd 
North refused the grant — Fox attacked him, and was 
turned out. 

The same day Mr. Phipps presented a very submissive 
petition from Woodfall, begging to be discharged on paying 
his fees ; but it was rejected. 

2bth. Sir Edward Astley, who had put off ’for a week 


® Adolphus Frederick, Duke of Cambridge.— D. 
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his motion for making Grenville’s Select Committee Bill 
perpetual, now made that motion.^ Lord North had ori- 
ginally opposed it, and had now, by persuasion of Rigby 
and Fox, declared against making it immediately perpetual 
— a part lightly embraced, and which he took no pains to 
support ^till it was too late, not having even taken the 
pains to inform himself whether it would be palatable or 
not. Many circumstances concurred to recommend the 
bi|. The recent examination of the contested election at 
M%rcester, which had been set aside for bribery, and the 
news that arrived the morning of the discussion, that Mr. 
Lechmere bad been chosen there on his natural interest as 
a neighbour and country gentleman, opened the eyes of all 
who had natural interest, and wished not to see themselves 
opposed by weight of money. Many who usually con- 
curred with Government were attached to the bill, as 
having been friends to Grenville, its author; and the 
Opposition were glad to take that side, as the bill was 
detrimental to the Court. Yet, till the day before. Lord 
North did not suspect his power of stopping the prolonga- 
tion of the term. With his usual hurry after indolence, 
he turned out Charles Fox, as a threat to those who might 
incline to desert, but without effect. The King warned 
him that he would be defeated ; but though he took some 
pains the morning of the debate in closeting a few whom 
he suspected, it was too late ; and he even prejudiced his 
cause in the debate itself by affecting to approve the bill. 


^ It will bo remembered that this bill, 
passed in 1770, was for the trial of con- 
tested elections. It is one of the two 
bills for which the parliamentary history ^ 
of this eminent minister was remarkable. 
The other was his bill of 1757, for the 
more regular payment of the navy. 
Grenville died in 1770, and the predc- j 


cessor of -Lord Rockingham is not un- 
worthy of the lines written on him by 
gentle James Hammond 

« He, form’d alike to serv^ ns and to please, 
Polite with honesty, and leam’d with ease ; 
Witli heart to act, with genius to retire ; 

Open, yej^wise ; though gentle, Ml of nre.” 
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though he pretended it was too early to decide on its utility, 
at least without amendments. His approbation confirmed 
the bill, authorised those who liked it, and left no argu- 
ment to its opposers, as it would never be too late to- 
correct it if inconveniences should appear. Indeed no 
bill was ever carried by so much' argument for, and with 
so little against. Even Lord Mansfield, in private, had 
expressed his good opinion of the Act. 

Sir Edward said that when he fi”st came into Parlia- 
ment he had fancied himself member of a corporation, so 
indecently had he been solicited for his vote on contested 
elections ; that it could be n6 act of private frieu;iship that 
could induce gentlemen to beformakmg the bill perpetual ; 
that, in truth, Rigby and Fox had opposed it manfully ; 
and that the younger, who would be in other Parliaments, 
would scarce believe in how infamous a manner elections 
had formerly been decided ; ® that, should the Act be made 
perpetual, it would be more to Mr. Grenville’s honour than 
sculptured monuments, or the poet laureate writing his 
epitaph. Sir John Molesworth seconded him, and said 
the Act had, did, and would for ever speak for itself; 
that the conduct of those gentlemen who had been of 
the new Committees l«i.d done them immortal honour; 
that it was the most constitutional bill that had passed in 
the last century : it had amended the constitution, and had 
put an end to the baneful influence that prevailed before, 
when the House was filled by corruption. Nobody, he 
concluded, could be an enemy to the bill but who was a 
friend to venality and corruption. Lord North rose to 


^ There is no bad illustration of elcc- | is Newiy, and tlte writer there says, 
tion matters in a paragraph which was i “ Our election goes on with tlie greatest 
extracted from a private letter, and ; spirit; ...last night a poor fellow was 
quoted by all the papers, two months ' killed ; four or live persons are in con- 
previous to the above date. The locality i linemeut for the min der.”— D. 
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give the word. He said he had nevei’ come thither by 
corruption, yet was against making the Act perpetual at 
that time, though he was a friend to the bill. The gentle- 
man who had framed it was wise and just, nor did he 
himself want veneration for his memory. He revered him 
living, and honoured lain dead — was* joyful that such 
tribute had been paid to his memory which had been 
denied to him in *pflSce. Virtuous conduct would always 
prd|>ail at last ; but the present proposition was contrary to 
Mrlterenville s original intentions. He had treated the bill 
as an experiment ® — ^let the House not treat it contrary to 
his intentions ! After what h'ad been said, it would stand 
confessed that this was the best Parliament that ever was, 
notwithstanding all the remonstrances that had passed. 
Laurels had been strewed on Mr. Grenville’s tomb, but 
petitions for counties had not yet been tried by the new 
Committees. There had as yet been but five determina- 
tions. That could not be called a proof of the bill. What 
good could possibly arise from making the bill perpetual ? 
It will not prevent a possibility of its repeal. The best 
respect to Mr. Grenville’s memory would be to subject the 
bill to a trial. He might, he said, have moved the pre- 
vious question ; his opposition to .it was only of the same 
nature. 

James (jrenville the younger, an amiable and ingenious 
man, who had improved parts, and a most pleasing manner, 
said he would not pretend to contradict the noble Lord’s 
assertion that the author of the bill never intended it 
should be perpetual ; it would not become him to assert 
the' contrary, as he had not had th6 good fortune to con- 


^ It is tme that Oreuville was in Op- not probable he would have done if in 
position when he moved it, which it is •' place* * 
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verse much with his worthy relation ; ’ but he saw an 
honorfrable gentleman * who had had that advantage. Mr. 
Grenville probably would not grasp at too much ; he knew 
he could not at first make the bill perpetual, and therefore 
took it on the terms the House would pass it. The good 
it had done, the petitions for Shoreham and Worcester 
sufficiently proved. How many Acts against bribery, how 
many nostrums and anathemas were 'produced by the 
House, and how fruitless were they till brought into force 
by the Act in question ! He hoped a negative on that 
day vlfeuld not be a . prelude to the repeal of the bill, 
though no j^ower of the House could weaken the popularity 
of it. Yet it wmuld be wise not to trust to the spirit of the 
times to come ; the next generation would be worse than 
the present. Mock trials of elections disgraced the annals 
of Parliament. If the question were to be lost then, a 
future Minister might flatter himself on some other occa- 
sion of obtaining a repeal. 

Stephen Fox called himself a friend to the bill, yet pro- 
fessed believing that it had been intended for a perpetual 
Act. T. Townshend laughed at him, and at the tender 
years of his brother Charles ; and with compliments to 
Lord North, whose wit he commended, told him with how 
much more propriety he would have used argument. The 
noble Lord, said he, cries, “ Die I and then we will adore 
you — then the bust and marble rise to the Eight lion. 
Gentleman who planned the Bill ; but do not make it per- 
petual ; let us have it from seven years to seven years — 
yes, and then every seven years there will be an oppor- 


^ He was nephew of George Grenville, 
who had been at variance with his bro- 
ther Jam^, the father, during the quar- 
rel between Xjeorge and Lord Chatham. 


® Alex. Wedderburn, Solicitor-Gene- 
ral, had assisted Mr. Grenville in draw- 
ing the bill and carrying it through the 
House. 
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tunity of crushing it ! Mandates even now had been sent 
out from the Treasury to oppose it. Himself had sat 
twenty years in Parliament, and remembered the duration 
of the petition for Oxfordshire. It could not have lasted 
so long a time with the new mode of trial. Whoever 
should support that, mode would be handed down to pos- 
terity as attempting to restore the only mode of trying 
elections.” Sir George Younge, in behalf of the bill, told 
a Itory very much to the purpose. That as he came to 
London he stopped at a borough town (Andover), and 
observed some cockades in hats. Upon talking ^lith the 
landlord of the inn, the latter told him that there had been 
canvassing for votes against the next election for some 
time ; but that the determination of the Committee on the 
Worcester petition was a sad business, and as soon as it 
was known had knocked up the whole canvass.® 

Jenkinson commended the bill, but affirmed that Gren- 
ville himself had not intended it to be perpetual ; that he 
was not only a wise but a bold Minister,' and would not 
have desisted if he had thought it right to make it per- 
petual ; he had only meant it as an experiment to be tried 
at the general election. The present mode must be altered 
whenever it should be necessary to try an election for a 
county. This was farther urged by Penton, who said the 
mode would not serve for a concourse of elections, as the 


® This reminds me of a saying of Selwyn : “he may very well succeed in 
George Sdlwyn’s, elicited by a report being elected, for Sir Joshua is the 
circulated at this time, to the effect that ablest man I know, on a canvas ! D. 
Sir Joshua Eeynolds was to stand for ' But he was not Minister when he 
Plympton on the next occasion of an moved the Act. [In 1754 he was First 
election. The maccaronies, club-men, Lord of the Treasury; in 1763 Chan- 
and “ gentlemen ” generally, laughed at, cellor of the Exchequer ; in 1765 he 
the idea of an ai’tist, or of a literary resigned, and was succeeded by Lord 
man, presuming, or having a chance, to Eockingham. The Act for trying con- 
get into tlie House of Commons. “ He tested elections was passed in 1770. 
is not to be laughed at, however,” said { — D.] 
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bill allowed but one Committee at a time. (This indeed 
M as the sole argument used against the bill, and which could 
easily be obviated by coiTCctions.) Pen ton declared he 
should be for the bill’s perpetuity if amended. Colonel Barrc 
said, if the objection was a true one, different Committees 
could not sit at the same time, for which there seemed to 
be no reason. The opposers, said he, speak handsomely 
of the bill ; they had better join with ite supporter.s’, rivet 
the bill, explain and amend it afterwards. Mr. Crcnvillo, 
politically speaking, had been his enemy— had done him a 
private injury,^ but had made him ample amends by giving 
this bill to his country. But how could any gentlemen 
op})Ose it ? — could they hesitate ? — were they tired of being 
honest ? Hottcntpt-like, would they return to their gar- 
bage ? The noble Lord was likely to remain in office — 
let him make office honourable, lie needed not give 
sanction to the repeal of this bill ; would he not have the 
means of winning the affections of members after they were 
chosen ? The House, he hoped, would expiate their sins, 
in voting for this motion. He hoped there were no crane- 
necked consciences (who can turn in a moment) connected 
with Government. The Act he looked upon as the pal- 
ladium of liberty. 

General Burgoyne, a classic scholar, who had more 
reading than parts, made a set and florid declamation in 
favour of the bill, and concluded with pronouncing that, 
in the Roman manner, it would be named Grenville’s Bill 
to latest posterity. De Grey, the Chief Justice’s son, was 
one of title few that dissented. He called it not a proper 
time, and questioned the prac^Jcability. “It was the 
introduction of an innovation into the constitution, and 


® <Slenville, when Minister, had taken away Barr(!’s commission. 
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liumiliafvng to the House to be bound by oaths when honour 
would not do ! ” 

After the debate, George Selwyn said to Charles Fox, 
“ Charles, for the future I will fast and eat salt fish on the 
day you was turned out. You shall be my Charles the 
Martyr now. I am tiVed of the old one, your great- 
grandfather : his head can never be sewed on again ; but 
as yours can be,'J will stick to you.” Fox was infinitely 
h\»t at his disgrace, and had reasons enough. Besides the 
deaerate situation of his affairs, his disappointment of the 
job he had aimed at, and the mortification of not having 
at least contrived to be turned out on some point that 
would make him popular, he had still more cause of vexa- 
tion. When Lord North complained of Charles’s flip- 
pancies to the King, his Majesty, who hated him, said, 
“ Why don’t you turn him out ? — you may, if you will.” He 
had even been the dupe of Burke. The latter, in pushing 
him on asking for an enormous grant in St. Vincent’s,® had 
a two-edged view; if it succeeded, Burke would have 
gained thirty thousand pounds without air obligation to 
Government, and would have been still free to make his 
own bargain, as the favour would have been granted to 
Fox. If refused and resented, Fox would be an acquisi- 
tion to the Opposition, as it proved. The suit indeed was 
most improbable of success. The purchase of lands on the 
Ohio, though the most beneficial bargain of the sort made 
by. Government, had been represented against by the 
Board of Trade; and though overruled by the Privy 


® It would have been worth an hundred 
thousand pounds. The exact case was 
this : The tliird Burke, who, as I have 
before said, was at St. Vincent’s, had 
purchased a large ti-act of ground from 
the Caribs for a trilling sum. The Go-*^ 


vernment did not allow it to be a good 
purchase. To secure it by his interest, 
the Burkes admitted Charles Fox into 
a share ; and yet he could not persuade 
Lord North to favour his bargain. 
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Council, and the money paid, Lord Dartmouth’s scruples 
were so great that it was a year before he could be pre- 
vailed on to pass the patent. It was not likely he would 
have more facility on a flagrant job. Fox knew not where 
to turn, yet his presumption did not abandon him. At first 
he said he would study the law. His character was so 
decried that the mob believed he was turned out for rob- 
bing the Treasury, The Cavendishes hated both his father 
and him, and his uncle, the Duke of Richmond, had’ the 
worst opinion of him. He had played his game so ill in 
every light, that, if he did not make the greatest figure 
possible, he was sure of making a silly one. I do not 
mean that he must shine only by speeches in Parliament 
he could scarce outdo what he had done, and his ex- 
treme youth had augmented the surprise. To make a 
figure essentially, it was 'necessary that he should retrieve 
his character by reforming it ; and by industry and appli- 
cation, by courting, instead of defying, mankind, should 
assemble such a party about him as might balance, if not 
overturn, the Administration — at least make himself so 
grievous and so necessary as to force himself and his con- 
nexion into a much higher situation in Government than 
he had fallen firom. To make his peace soon, for some 
subordinate and common place would rivet his insigni- 
ficance. Some rashness was more to be expected ; and 
his mind was so drunk with vanity and profligacy, which 
he thought superior intelligence, that one trait, the quint- 
essence of his frenzy, will -scarce be believed, though on 
the authority of his own brother. Charles directed his 
friend Mr. Hare to keep a list of the annuities he had 
sold, by his brother Stephen’s advice, as the latter told a 
friend, and for this reason : “ Charles,” said Stephen, “ if 
you do npt keep a list, you will have somebody come 
VOL. I. Y 



322 LAST JOUBNALS OF HOEACE WALPOLE. Feb. 

and claim ah annuity that you have not sold.” “ Damn 
them,” replied Charles ; “ I had rather pay them for their 
impudence than those I have really sold annuities to.” 
Yet though he took the advice, and bade Hare keep the 
register, he forgot five thousand pounds a-year in annuities 
when he gave in a list of them to his father ! I return to 
the debate, but make no excuse for the detail, which is 
infinitely more curious. 

mr^d)rake, junior, spoke eagerly for the bill, and said, 
“Esto perpetual” Phipps agreed with. him : said former 
trials had been committees of affectiojis, not of elections ; 
that the bill was a just surrender of their privileges ; and 
he dropped some severe refiections on Charles Fox. Sam- 
brooke, Freeman, and Aubrey spoke on the same side ; so 
did Dunning, though, he said, men of his profession had 
cause to complain of the bill : great sums of money had 
used to accrue to lawyers before a general election. It 
was not to be conceived what a quantity of quo warrantos 
were carried formerly into Westminster Hall — now there 
was not a single information. Ellis talked of the bill not 
being’ yet brought to a state of perfection, though he owned 
the principle of it deserved approbation. Lord Geoi^c 
Germaine painted the high importance of the bill, and the 
necessity of making it perpetual then. If its chief enemy 
(Mr. Rigby) should come into Lord North’s place, what 
chance would there be of the bill’s remaining in force? 
If the- bill had any. faults, why were they not stated ? 
Lord North had mentioned romonstrances ; fo;* himself, 
he would 'never remonstrate, because he* knew it would 
never have any effect. He asked if gentlemen did not 
remember the old method of soliciting when petitions were 
depending ; and he described with much wit petitioners 
standing on each side the door of the House, and their 
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various ways of applying to members as tliey entered, 
according as the latter were of tl»e same party or not. 
Sir Gilbert Elliot spoke the best against the bill, and ridi- 
culed the exaggerations of the other side, lie had ori- 
ginally disliked the bill for being a departure from the 
constitution (a part even courtiers could take when to 
prevent the constitution being amended). Burke was as 
keen on the Ministers, and laughed at the inaction of Lord 
North’s troops, though his Lordship had come forth and 
])ut himself at the head of them. He sounded the praises 
of the bill in the loftiest, rather in bombast, terms. Soli- 
citation, he said, ended when the judges were not known. 
Sooner would the pillars of heaven fail than that hill. It 
was superior to the power of abilities and resolution, 
though, as he excellently expressed it, there were gentle- 
men in that House whose whole souls were a previous ques- 
tion, and their lives a question of adjournment. John St. 
John and Stanley declared against the bill; Sir W. 
Meredith and Thomas Pitt for it. Wedderburn also 
strongly defended it, and ably. No compromise, he said, 
would be accepted. No right of judicature was taken 
from the House, unless it had the right divine of doing 
wrong. Should a petition come before the new Committee 
against a young member chosen under the age of twenty- 
one, did anybody think his election would not be set aside ? 
— ^yet, according to former experience, it would have passed 
unnoticed. (This had recently been the ease of Charles 
Pox ) The bill had been no experiment : neither did the 
author originally intend it as such. If made perpetual it 
would annihilate borough-jobbers. Thurlow, Attorney- 
General, was as warm against the bill; and in answer to 
the panegyrics on Grenville, and the use that had been made 
of his name, said, it .was not his own' method to construe 

Y 2 
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Acts of Parliament hy anecdotes. That it was impossible 
to suppose that the bill did not take from the power of 
the House. Suppose a clergyman were elected, not the 
House at large, but a Select Committee, would have it in 
their discretion whether he should sit. Yet no jealousies 
would arise when the House at large would be to blame. 
Yet it was not a committee that was elected, but a court 
of iustiee : and, still, where was a difference between a 
meager of elections^ an office now so much condemned, 
and a 'nominee after the new mode? Lord John Caven- 
dish disclaimed such privileges as those contended for, and 
showed the improbability of justice being well administered 
by a multitude ; and ^then Rigby, with that bold defiance 
of discretion, and of deference for prejudices, which he 
affected, launched out against the bill, and endeavoured 
to possess the members with the inconveniences they would 
experience in their own future elections if bribery were so 
rigidly prohibited. He asked the mover. Sir Edward 
Astley, whether he expected that his voters would go for 
him from Lynn to Norwich without being treated with a 
pot of beer ? — and yet by the Act of King William the 
new Committee must find this bribery after the test of the 
writ. He sowed seeds too for making the bill unpopular 
without do,ors, by urging that, however the elected might 
like it, the electors must grumble at it. He ridiculed the 
discordance of the Committees on theShoreham and Wor- 
cester petitions. The voters at Worcester had been sent 
back to vote ; those at Shoreham had been disfranchised. 
He attacked Th. Pitt for having sold his seat for Old 
Saf um, and endeavoured to alarm the possessors of burgage 
tenures. Some, he said, had talked of gentlemen being in 
leading-strings ; for his part, he had never found any incon- 
venience from his, and hoped ‘at least they would not crack 
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that night. The profligacy of his speech was far from 
hurting the bill — on the contrary, gained it some friends, 
who had been disposed to vote against it, when they heard 
the cause of corruption avowed as an aipiment against it. 
Sir George Saville, Dowdswell, Sir Eobert Fletcher, Ser- 
jeant Glynn, and Governor Johnston, all took up the 
cause of the bill against «o coarse an attack ; the latter 
particularly showed what Rigby’s practice would be if ever 
Minister. Rose Fuller, Charles Turner, Mr. Field, and 
Colonel Jennings all followed in the same key, and no- 
body said a word more against the bill but Sir William 
Dolben, a bigoted Tory, who, however, reflected on 
Charles Fox, and observed that he talked as if the fate of 
Caesar and of Rome depended upon his conduct. He was 
tender in years, he said, but tough in politics, and, if he 
did not mistake, had already been twice in and twice out 
of place. 

At twelve at night the question was put for bringing in 
a Bill to make the Act perpetual, which was carried by 
250 voices to 122, even all the Scotch but two voting for 
the Bill. 

On the 2Sth Mr. Roberts desired to withdraw his peti- 
tion against the election for the City. 
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WoodFall petitioned the Hbuse to be dis- 

ch|irg^. Rose Faster moved that he should be repri- 
manded on his knees, which was condemned and overruled. 
CJiarles Fox censured Lord North’s irresolute conduct, 
which was defended by Lord Clare. Woodfall was ordered 
to be discharged on paying his fees. 

Lord North’s defeat on Mr. Grenville’s bill, and the 
popularity of it, had been so great, that the Court thought 
it vain to dispute it any further, unless some stand could 
be made in the House of Lords. It was brought into the 
House of Commons and passed rapidly in five days, nemine 
contradieente, Rigby alone giving a negative on the first 
reading. On the 

‘itA it was carried to the House of Lords, attended by a 
vast concourse of members. To raise a party against the 
bill, it was suggested that, though it would indisputably 
give the' greatest weight to the landed interest,* yet it 
would be equally pernicious to the moneyed — an argument 
of no force with the lovers of the constitution. The moneyed 
men are a far more fluctuating body and more venal than 
men of estates, who must be more affectionate to a govern- 
ment that secures the lasting welfare of their families. 
Most old families of country-gentlemen had been rooted 
out and their estates sold by the weight of taxes, and by 
the ruinous expense of contesting their elections against 
upstarts who had risen to sudden fortunes. 
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The Ijord Mayor and Sheriffs went witli an Address to 
the King on the birth of the young prince. Neither of 
the sheriffs would kiss the King’s- hand : *0116 excused him- 
self civilly ; the other said he never kissed any liand but 
a woman’s. 

9 ^ 4 . The following persons kissed the King’s hand on 
their new promotions: — Mr. Dyson, as Cofferer, in the 
room of Mr. Stanley, and privy counciUbr ; Lord Pelham, 
as Chief Justice in Eyre, in the room of the Duke of 
Leeds, to whom a pension was given ; Sir William- Mere- 
dith,* that fluctuating patriot, who had broken with all 
parties, and at last had dropped anchor at his own interest, 
as Comptroller, in lieu of Lord Pelham, and privy coun- 
cillor ; Lord Beauchamp,* and the late patriot Mr. Corn- 
M'all (who had taken a pension for life only as a retaining 
fee) as Lords of the. Treasury, in the room of Charles Fox 
and Dyson : the latter, a tailor’s son, had not ambitioned 
the office of Cofferer so much from interest as vanity, the 
Cofferer’s place giving him the rank of p^ivy councillor. 
Stanley was neither turned out from, nor resigned without 
reward, his- post of Cofferer. His government of tlic Isle 
of Wight was confirmed to him for life — and, it M'as said, 
with an additional pension. That of the Duke of Leeds, 
and the preferment o£ Lord Pelham, I believe, were owing 
to Lady Holderness’s favouritism with the Queen, Lord 
Pelham having brought about the match between Lord 
Holderness’s only daughter and the only son of the Duke 


* Sir W. Mex^th beiug complimented 
on his promotion, and told that Lord 
North would derive great strength from 
him and Oornwall, replied, “ Gk>od God ! 
how is it possible for a mn to derive 
strength even firom the whole world, if 
he will not know his own mind for a 


quarter of an hour together? ” 

' ® Francis Seymopr Oonwa;y, eldest 
son of the Earl of Hertford. [Com])o 
thus hits oft his character 

« Without one virtue that can grace a name, 
Without one vice that e’er exalts to fame," 

D.] 
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of Leeds, after Lord Oaermarthen, the bridegroom, had 
broken off his engagement.® 

Two days befo»e these promotions, namely, on the 7th 
Lord North delivered a message to the House of Com- 
mons on the American papers.^ In answer to which, Mr. 
Kice, seconded by Lord Clare, moved an Address of 
thanks. Rice said, the claims and pretensions of the Ame- 
ricans had gone buyond all example, and that the question 
now was yrhether the colonies were any longer to belong 
to G^eat JBritain ; tbit the best blood of this country had 
been sacrificed in their defence, and yet that the expected 
advantages were not to be maintained without asserting 
our sovereignty. Lord Clare added, that if the measures 
to be proposed met with opposition, whatever should be 
the, violences of North America, they must be submitted 
to. Dowdswell, almost alone, objected to the conduct of 
the Administration, whose wise heads, he said, had brought 
to a crisis the trial for power between this country and 
America. Her and his friends at least had acted on a 
system. Edmund Burke desired the clerk might read the 
answes.to the Address. in 1768, and the Speeches from the 
Throne in 1769 and 1770, and the Journals of the 9th of 
January, 1770. The clerk, on searching the Journals, 
reported theye was nothing to be fojind on the subject in 
question. “ What ! ” said. Burke, “ are our Journals, then, 
mutilated? There ought to be a hue and cry after your 


• This marriage was, after all, an un- 
happy one, It took place in 1773, aJid 
was dissolved by Act of Parliament in 
1779. Amelia DAroy, sole daughter 
and heiress of the last Earl of {[older- 
nesse, brought with her into the family 
of the Duke of Leeds the barony of 
Conyers. This lady remarried with a 


Byron ; and on her death, in 1784, 
the eldest son of Lord Caemiarthen suc- 
ceeded to the title of Lord Conyers. 
The last-mentioned nobleman was the 
j?ixth, and father of the present, Duke. 
--D. ' 

* Vide th#votes. This day was the 
era of the American war. 
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proceedings ; but no, nothing had been done, though the 
House had promised to exert their utmost endeavours to 
settle America.” Wedderburn said, Burke’s epigram had 
not been short ; but that nobody ought to consider what 
part he had hitherto acted upon American questions : it 
would be base to say, such a man did this, and such that ; 
the question was now, whether America was to be ours or 
not. The declaratory clause for binding America had 
passed almost withQut a dissenting voice. The right of 
taxation had been established ; but their joy on the repeal 
of the Stamp Act had been too riotous — too ostentatious 
their triumph. The question was now, whether you would 
maintain them as subjects, or retrench your expenses in 
their defence. Burke replied, firmly, that he meant to 
revise the conduct of individuals,“nor would he be told that 
it was base to do so. The people would expect success from 
Administration when it had been trusted with full power 
so long. Colonel Barre said, if the Bostonians were so 
guilty as they had been represented, we ought to make 
war on them ; there could be no middle measures. A 
plan, it was said, was to be brought : Ut Am&t'ica appear 
at the bar with all her imperfections on her heady with all 
her sins, and all her merits and blessings to this country. 
If factious, still bone of our bone and flesh of our flesh. 
He was ready to follow any leader in that business that 
had determination, nor meant to make a captious opposi- 
tion ; our establishments in that country were of too great 
consequence. Lord North said, the proper papers would 
be ready on the following Friday ; on which the Attorney- 
General. Thurlow said, so loud as to be heard by Lord 
North, “ I never heard anything so impudent; he ha^ no 
plan yet ready.” Lord George Germaine said, he agreed 
there was no use in entering into the calamities that had 
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been brought on America , — it had been owing to the dif- 
ferent conduct of different ministers (the consequence of 
the King’s changing them so often). The wisdom of Par- 
liament was now requisite. It would not be right to let 
America steal a constitution they had no right to. The 
mischiefs were owing, to the repeal of the Stamp Act and 
want of uniformity in the proceedings of Parliament. 
Their laws must hie revised, their charters looked into ; 
they 1y.id^mot mind the. Declaratory Act. General Con- 
way said,; the Parliament ought to assert ite rights ; and he 
saw the necessity of subordination ; our salvation depended 
on it. He had lamented that there was no plan, and that 
there had been two opinions on America; yet he had 
thought the repeal of the Stamp Act right, and thought 
so still, and ever should ; as maintaining it would have 
lost America. One word he would say for the colonies, 
that, short of taxation, they were and would be loyal and 
dutiful subjects. The Address was voted without a 
division. 

Such an outset prognosticated ill for the Bostonians. 
The friends of the Stamp Act encouraged all manner of 
severity, and filled the papers with philippics against them, 
which served the other purpose of promoting prerogative. 
On the other hand, the Rockingham party was cold ; 
Burke was suspected of fearing to make his interest in St. 
Vincent’s more desperate ; Meredith had deserted ; Barre 
seemed wavering ; and Lord Shelburne was supposed, as 
well as he, to have made their peace. Conway was hurt 
that the violence of the Bostonians gave the friends of the 
Stamp Act room to triumph. Lord Gower advised to 
make them pay the East India Company for the tea; 
Rigby, the cancelling their charter. Lord , Temple was 
bitter against Franklin, and for whatever could revive the 
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Stamp Act. Thurfow and Wedderbiirn, who had hitherto 
agreed in no one point, concurred in drawing a hill, with 
severity, for removing the custom-house from Boston, which 
Lord North had sent to them awkwardly drawn by 
Cooper, Secretary of the Trefisury; and, lazy as his Lord- 
ship was himself^ he readily adopted vigorous measures 
when he found even the Opposition passive ; yet, from tlie 
same dilatoriness, he used no activity in pushing on the 
several bills of punishment, which gave time to the Bos- 
tonians to take their precautions, if they were not prepared 
to submit. 

On the Sth Grenville’s Election Bill was read for the 
last time in the House of Lords. The Duke of Grafton, 
Lord Weymouth, and Dr. Hinchcliffc, Bishop of Peter- 
borough, spoke against it, the first and last wishing to have 
it further tried before it was made perpetual, and Grafton 
even paying compliments to Grenville, parent of the bill. 
Lord Mansfield, w'ho supported the bill, was as flattering to 
Lord Weymouth ; but the current ran in favour of the 
bill. Lord Suffolk, the Duke of Richmond, Lord Lyttel- 
ton — who praised the other House for having sent it to 
their Lordships, Lord Dartmouth, and even Lord Gower 
supported, the last paying so much homage to Rigby as 
to say he should, if of the House of Commons, have 
opposed it, though every Lord must, be for it ; and, in 
truth, the greatest danger apparent? from the bill is, tliat it 
will add weight to the engrossing property of the Peers. 
Lord Temple returned the Duke of Grafton’s compliments 
to his brother. The bill was then passed — the best I 
remember to have seen in my time, and a most unexpected 
mound against corruption, though, the more utility it shall 
have, the more arts will be employed to undermine it. 

The Duke of Richmond, Governor Johnston, Lord 
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Pigot, and their friends, continued to endeavour to clog 
the new Instructions of the East India Company ; but the 
Treasury’s influence, conducted by Robinson the Secretary, 
and now openly by Lord Sandwich’s activity and presence, 
secured a complete victory to Lord North’s measures, and 
by great majorities. 

\Ath. Lord North moved for leave to bring in a bill 
fo| the immediate iemoval of the custom-house from Bos- 
ton, and for discontinukg the landing or lading of goods, 
&c., at that port, with an intended clausp in the bill to 
prevent restitution of the custom-house there till an ade- 
quate compensation should be made for the loss of the 
teas. The present disorders at Boston were one point, he 
said, to be attended to ; the second wRs, to secure a proper 
dependence of the colonies — a consideration for another 
day. Even this bill was little resisted. ^Usvernor John- 
ston asked where the custom-house was to fee placed ? 
Lord North answered, according to the langua^- of the 
time, that was to be left to the Crown. Dempster cavilled 
a little; Sawbridge spoke out, and said the Americans 
had been treated like slaves ; their money was taken from 
them without their consent. Phipps spoke well, not ^os- 
tilely ; said the repeal of the Stamp Act might be wrong,” ; 
but it had been foolish to lay those trifling taxes after'^ 
wards, not meant to bring in a revenue, and only serving| 
to put the Americans out of humour ; that he liked Lord 
North’s motion for its moderation ; that he should vote 
for it, not pledging himself to approve the subsequent 
measures. Lord John Cavendish doubted the eflScacy of 
'the measure*: he and Doyrdswell had nothing better to 
propose, and did not deny the necessity of doing some- 
thing. Colonel Barr^ in. very different language from 
what he had been accustomed to use, declared the Arne- 
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ricans ought to he punished for their ingratitude. He 
would co-operate with Lord North in this measure. 
Moderation he had not expected ; nor could expect perfect 
wisdom ; but, even short of that, they should have his sup- 
port. He. went as far as to say, he had not lent himself 
to Administration : if preferment came to him Jis an atone- 
ment for unmerited and repeated injuries; it might not be 
unwelcome. John Calvert, instigated by Higby, called for 
taking away charters. Charles Fox, without heat, left 
himself at liberty to take what part he should please. The 
bill was ordered in, without a division. The next day it 
was reported (from the courtly overtures in Barre’s speech) 
that Lord Shelburne was to be Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, and Barre his Secretary. In truth, many enemies of 
the Stamp Act seemed to be canvassing for places at the 
expense' of the Americans. Cornwall * was compared to a 
chimney-sweeper who had been let down the chimney to 
open the door to thieves. 

The bill was still dallied with, as if in hopes that the 
Bostonians would offer a composition, — at least, that they 
might prevent by submission the attack on their charter, 
which was threatened. The bill, however, was at last 
presented on the 

18^4, and read for the 6rst time, but without any 
debate ; and on the 

2.3r<i the House went into a Committee on it, filled up 
the blanks, reported it. It was immediately read again, 
with slight opposition for about three hours, and with no 
division, all sides seeming to agree that the conduct of the 
Bostonians coiild not be defended. Rose Fuller, indeed, 


* Afterwards Speaker, ftom 1780 to I Beign of George III.,’ vol. iii. p. 211. 
1794. See Walpole’s ‘Memoirs of the 1 — D. 
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proposed to begin with a fine of fifteen or twenty thousand 
pounds, and that the bill should not take place till a 
specified day, that the refractory town might have time to 
comply, as it could not be carried into execution hut by a 
military force, which would revolt all the other colonies. 
Mr. Herbert said he was glad attention was called towards 
the independent views of the Americans. Lord North 
said he was knowii, to be no enemy to lenient measures ; 
but l^i#was not the fii»st offence of the Bostonians ; they 
had beeff guilty for three years past ; censure and warning 
had no effect. A measure of this sort alone could make 
them think this country in earnest. The general sense of 
the nation was with the House. He proposed to remove 
the port to Salem, seventeen miles from Boston. It would 
be in their power to shorten the operation of the bill. The 
danger of fresh affronts was not to be risked. The incon- 
venience England would undergo must be borne. When 
the Stamp Act was repealed, the Americans did not pay 
their debts ; but, if their debts were to be an argument 
against our taking any measures, they were our mastery. 
Fbur dr Jive frigates would cairty this measure into execu- 
tion. He was free to confess that he would use even the 
military, if necessary. The militia of Boston were no match 
for the force- of this country. Lenient measures were at 
an end. Whether they were in rebellion or not he could 
not say ; nor was he answerable for the consequences. At 
least it -would be clear to the world that the Bostonians 
brought on the rebellion themselves. 

Bajmber Gascoyne* said the Bostonians had prepared 
twelve pieces of cannon ; that a fine would only give them 
time for farther preparations. ' That they had been factious 

See Walpole’s ‘ Memoirs of iho Reign of Gooi^e III,,’ vol. i. p. 115. — B. 
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ever since 1701, when Mr. Prior was at the Board of 
Trade. 

The next who spoke wtis Mr. Montagu,’ the yomiger 
son of Lord Sandwich, recently chosen, into Parliament. 
He had wit, more vivacity, and consummate couHdencc. 
The youths of this period, who had any parts, came out 
full blown, and wanted none of the apologies that had 
f()rmerly been made for the graceful dvadvantages of diffi- 
dence and modesty. Montagu had been such a rejwobate 
boy, that at school he had acquired the ap})ellation of 
Devil Montagu ; but he was a genuine son of his father, 
and set the beauty of character as sturdily at deliance as 
the new Lord Lyttelton had done or Charles Pox, with 
still greater intrepidity of countenance. He dealt his 
judgments and censures liberally, was extravagant in his 
expressions, and made them more ridiculous by bis con- 
fidence, though he set out by calling himself a virgin 
orator. What, he said, would the rising generation think 
of the present, if America were given up ? This country 
would be left with nothing but a load of debts ; though 
when America had wanted our support we had given it 
cheerfully. America must be part of this constitution; two 
souls could not animate the same body. It would be as 
absurd to expect it in politics as in religion. Passing the 
Declaratory Law was acting the part of bullying cowards. 
If there were any Members who from factious views 
Opposed the present measures, they ought to be looked 
upon as “ so many protuberances feeding on the excrement 
of opposition !” 

George Byng as warm from principle as Montagu from 


^ Villiam Augustus. He died unmarried, at Lisbon, in 1778, in the twenty-fifth 
year of his ^e.— D. 
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want of it, and with much less abilities, protested against 
the bill, which he said was to prevent the importation of 
English goQds into North America. Dempster said, if 
unanimity was desired, why not imitate the repeal of the 
Stamp Act ? Disorders had arisen from attempts at 
taxation. Jenkinson broke out in the true spirit of the 
Court, and, full of prerogaiim and vengeance, called on all 
the fiends of the Stamp Act to join in humbling America, 
and\n%indicating that bill, in which he boasted to have 
taken great partf and for which he called for as loud 
applause to Grenville’s memory, as for the bill for trying 
elections. He turned particularly round, and, looking at 
Conway, showed how impatiently the Butists had borne 
the triumph, the short triumph, of the Whigs in the year 
1766. Conway rose with his usual coolness and temper, 
and with much humour and contempt ridiculed Jenkinson’s 
then unprovoked but long-hoarded passion, and Montagu’s 
impertinent bombast. He would not debate, he said, for 
there was no question before the House ; nor could he 
imagine what had put the honourable gentleman into such 
a passion ; he never had seen warmth so little called for. 
The whole House laughed at so proper a rebuke to 
Jenkinson’s flimsy flippancy, but he had been called up by 
a very youilg man, who had given hard names to the De- 
claratory Law — and who was hardly born at that time, at 
least did not exist politically. “ Alas ! ” said hcj “ it concerns 
me very little to hear that they who supported that bill 
are said to have acted the part of bullying cowards. I am 
sure, they had no such motives for their conduct. For my 
part, I will say, punish the Americans for the insult they 
have committed.” Charles i'ox declared he thought the 


® Jenkinson was believed to have devised the Stamp Act. 
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power of restoring the port ought to be in the Parliament, 
not in the Crown, which Phipps denied, as mercy was one 
of the King’s prerogatives.® Charles Fox pressed to know 
what the Ministers meant to do farther, as this would bt 
but a feeble exertion, worse than none at all ; but Lord 
North, without satisfying him, promised to be consistent 
without obstinacy. Fred. Vane’ thought building forts 
at Salem would cost large sums, yet he pronounced yf 
Boston that Carthago delenda. This expression, and Lord 
North’s, Colonel Barre took up, which last thought the 
ground had been ticklish at first, but the measures now 
W'ere vengeful. He would give his support to this first 
measure, but to this only. America he found was no 
longer to be the bon ton. Lord North had declared an 
end of lenient infcasures, but he would say, God forbid ! 
better repeal the odious taxes and keep your hands out of 
their pockets. It was the effectual way of making rebels, 
to call them so. A foreign enemy might take us in the 
midst of our operations. The next American measure, he 
believed, would be of a deeper and darker hue. 

On the '2bth a petition was presented from the p^’ovince 
of Massachussets Bay in behalf of the said colony ; but 
that, and all intercession for their being heard in their own 
defence before they were condemned, was rejected, and the 
bill was reM for the third time. Dowdsw'ell called it a 
bill of pains and penalties ; Ellis said, that if England 
could not impose taxes, it could give no laws whatever to 
the colonies. They had resisted the teas because inter- 

• A vulgar error^ It is erroneously responsible minister. — D. 
supposed that the Sovereign can save a ^ I believe this speech was not made 
life that has been declared forfeit by the by Mr. Fred. Vane, but by Mr. Van. 
law ; but the Sovereign’s sign manual Vide * London Chronicle ’ of March 29. 
to a pardon is of no effect unless it bo My notes were blotted at this name, 
countersigned (that is, sanctioned) by a 

VOL. I. 
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fering with smu^led teas. Edmund Burke made one of 
his painted orations, and said that, though he had not yet 
opposed the bill, he would mark his heartfelt sorrow for it 
in that its last stage. The House had refused to hear the 
agents of the colonies ; the Ministers had had their songs of 
exultation, not even before victory, hut before battle. A 
combination of all the colonies would ensue. Acts of rigour 
Vi/ere at; first always received with joy : they flatter the 
pet^npn power. But would the House proscribe Phila- 
delphia ? Were thePfe ships and men enough to carry on 
universal proscription? The Act was' diabolical, and 
Ellis had expressed too much reverence for (the King) 
God’s image, to call him so. The House had been told 
that Salem was but seventeen miles from Boston; but 
justice was not an idea of geography. Governor Pownall 
and T. Townshend were much softened in their language ; 
approved the bill, and left men to suspect them of being 
in the treaty with the Administration. Lord J ohn 
Cavendish and Sawbridge were more firm to their prin- 
ciples, and the latter told Lord North that he skulked 
behind, the laws and came to Parliament, when he might 
have done the business himself by giving proper directions. 
This attack Lord North answered with much humour and 
wit, and ridiculed the complaint of a Minister being so 
arbitrary as to complain to Parliament rather than exert 
despotic power. Governor Johnston said he had warned 
the East India Company before they sent out their teas, 
and had foretold what had happened since. The Minister 
ought to have opened the whole of his plan; it should 
have been known before this bill was assented to. The 
sum of indemnification ought to have been specified, that 
the Bostonians might know when they have expiated their 
crime. The House was sowing seed§ of rd)eUion in that 
country ; the dispute between Spain and the Duteh pro* 
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vinces had grown in the same way. Rose Fuller declared 
he would vote against the bill unless the Administration 
would promise to repeal the tea duties. The bill, however, 
passed without one division on it. 

On the 28 th the bill was read in the Lords. The Duke 
of Richmond and Lord Camden attacked it with much 
more warmth than had appeared in the Commons, the latter 
condemning the tea duties as a miscljievous Act. This 
Lord Gower took up shrewdly, and to Lord Camden’s 
confusion, reminding him that he. had been Chancellor 
when that Act passed. If he had foreseen the mischief, 
why did he not oppose it ? if he had been abs(mt, he had 
not had the sagacity to discover the probable inconve- 
niences. Lord Temple was as vehement for the bill, and 
yet against the Ministers, as his languid fire would admit. 
Lord Lyttelton was more animated, and fine, and hostile 
to the Duke of Richmond, who begged his pardon for 
thinking the bill too important for him to regard personal 
attacks. Lord Dartmouth palliated a little the case of the 
Bostonians, would not believe they were in actual rebellion, 
and showed that he was the real cause of any lenity, any 
temporiaing being admitted. He was both a conscientious 
and mild man, and not a little checked by consciousness of 
his apostacy to the Court. But it was Lord Mansfield 
who discovered himself the true instigator of violence, 
which he first endeavoured to colour with all the obscure 
chicanery of law, and at last avowed, declaring that the 
bill was as decisive as passing the Rubicon. Rigour was his 
characteristic when personal safety was out of the question ; 
no mob at Boston could reach him. The House did not 
divide.* 


* Loifd Shelbutne spoke \«rell against had not made their bargain with the 
the bill, which, as well as Col. &rre*s Court, 
last speech, seemed to imply that they ^ 
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On the 2Sth arrived the unexpected account of what 
was called a new conquest in the East. Our troops, I 
know not on what foundation or pretence, had taken and 
plundered Tanjour. A second General Smith had seized^ 
for his own share 150,000/. The escape of Lord Clive 
the last year and the approbation of his conduct by the 
spouse of Commons was a vote of sanction to any sub- 
seqimnt enormities^ The Gaulish ambassador’s saying 
thatMhp Eoman Senatg appeared' to him an Assembly of 
Kings might with mare truth be applied to the English 
Parliament. It indeed seemed an Asseiiibly of Kings by 
the tyranny and injustice it countenanced. 

The same day Lord North moved for leave to bring in 
a bill for regulating the government of Massachussets Bay. 
This was the prelude of the attack intended on charters. 
His Lordship said, there must be something radically wrong 
in the constitution of the Massachussets Bay, when the 
civil magistrates could not act on any occasion. He 
wished to take away the executive from the democratic part, 
and lodge it in officers appointed by the Crown, and to 
have j«Stices of the peace ex officio. He would have the 
Governor name the J udges, &c., belonging to the courts of 
justice, and all to be removeable, except the Chief Justice 
and Judges of superior Courts, and then not without a sign 
manual : and no town meetings to be held without leave of 
the Governor. Charter rights would be sufficiently entered 
into in the course of the bill. George Byng disapproved 
of the motion, as heaping provocation on provocation. Sir 
Fletcher Norton, the Speaker (for the House was in Com- 
mittee), desired to know whether it was the intention to 
leave the province with a Cotiucil and Assembly or not ? 
Lord North replied, he meant nothing liiat would affect 
the Assembly or election of the Cojineil. Stephen Fox 
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approved vigorous measures, but said the disorder's had 
arisen neither from the Stamp Act nor its repeal ; but that 
all colonies, as they acquire strength, look with a jealous 
eye on the mother country. 

Lord George Sackville Germaine made a much admired 
speech in favour of the motion — and of himself. It was 
impossible, he said, to understand the purport of the bill at 
the first opening. He would ask if this ^ms all that was 
to he done this session? As far as it went, he had no 
objection. The present Council in the Massachusscts was a 
council of control, not of advice. He would put that 
council on the same foot as in other royal governments 
abroad. It was absurd to let the people choose the Council. 
The intended bill ought to prevent their having a power of 
calling their town meetings, which were now only political. 
Lord North had expressed doubts as to the alteration of 
juries — perhaps the House did not know that their grand 
juries were appointed with a salary and chosen annually ; 
the petty juries were elected by the different townships. 
The sherifTs was also a lucrative office. What a situation 
were the army and navy in, triable by such a jury ! God 
forbfd those juries should be trusted, when Scotch juries 
were not suffered to try the rebels, nor Sussex juries the 
smugglers ! But it would be said. Will you bring them 
hither to be tried ? perhaps not, but he would not have 
them tried on the spot. He would bring the constitution 
of that country as near to our own as he could. It was 
perpetually asked in the House, Would you infringe their 
charters ? He would answer, he would not only assert the 
power of this country in words, whilst they were counter- 
acting Us with deeds. ^ 

* There was ranch sense an^ foresight the colonies by there Acts, and yei take 
in this speech. It was idle to provoke no precaution against their resistance. 
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Nothing could be more artfully laid than this scene. 
Lord Mansfield was the promoter of prerogativcj and the 
soul of the intended exertion against the colonies. Lord 
North had drawn the first bill for removing the port from 
Boston so badly, that W edderburn and Thurlow had been 
forced to draw a new one, though, as Thurlow said, they 
two had never agi’eed before in a single point. Lord 
Mansfield and Wejlderburn were the intimate friends of 
Lord George Germaine, and the latter had secretly nego- 
ciat»d bis defection from Opposition with Lord North, and- 
Coop’S^the latter’s favourite Secretary of the Treasury. 
Lord Mansfield had never failed attacking juries, the 
palladium of the constitution. Lord North might not 
care for the odium of beginning to undermine them in 
America. To have the proposal come from the mouth of 
h supposed opponent would give less alarm, and his Lordship 
would seem to adopt candidly a measure recommended by 
Opposition itself. Pie** accordingly rose, and said how 
much this country was obliged to the Noble Lord ® — that 
what he had said highly deserved attention. His opinions 
agieed*with his own, particularly in relation to juries and 
the military ; but was not certain there wbuld be any pro- 
position., Yet he did not intend to close the Committee 
with this proposal. The charter rights were certainly not 
of a magnitude to withhold Parliament. Governor Pownall 


Lord North certainly lost a whole year, 
and thence the most important one, by 
bullying, provoking, and temporising. 
It is probable that Lord Mansheld and 
the Junto encouraged his dilatoriness ; 
for if vigorous measures had chocked 
the revolt early it might have gone no 
farther.; but by these hostile acts, ac- 
companied by procrastination, time was 
given to the other colonies to join in the 
revolt, which the Junto flattered them- 
selves they should he able to master by 


force, and then they might take away 
charters, give military codes, as Lord 
Mansfield was prepared to do, and re- 
duce all North America to slavery and 
the power of the Crown. 

Governor Hutchinson was recalled, 
and General Gage, who had long com- 
manded in America, was appointed Go- 
vernor of Boston in his room. 

* Lord North. 

® Lord George Geimaine. 
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owned the mob governed m the Massachussets, but that 
they were sober, religious, and fond of government. The 
bill was ordered in without a division. However, nothing 
farther was done then, except ordering a Committee tn 
inquire into the proceedings of the colony; and the 
Houses adjourned for Easter on the SLvL 

Lord Germaine’s apostacy was immediately known, ile 
had in truth been driven into Opposition, by Lord Chatham, 
who had sacrificed him to Prince Ferdinand ; and con- 
tinued in it partly from being driven out again with Lord 
Rockingham, and partly from resentment to Lord Bute, 
to whom he had been attached, and who had given him to 
Lord Chatham on his second expulsion. From that anger 
he had voted against Sir James Lowthcr, Bute’s son-in- 
law, who had repaid the desertion by instigating Johnston 
to affront him, which ended iii a duel by which Lord 
George had partly wiped off the imputation of cowardice. 
The folly and weakness of Lord Rockingham’s oppo.sition 
must have made Lord Geoige, who was still exceedingly 
aspiring, afld who had persisted to act in public till the 
uncommon excellence of his abilities had surmounted the 
load of contempt under which he had lain, wish to get quit 
of his associates. Whether he had so great sagacity as to 
discover, contrary to the discernment and practice too of 
almost all England, that attachment to the Duke of 
Gloucester would rather advance a man’s fortune than 
prejudice it, certain it is that he and his wife had been 
most assiduous in paying their homage at Gloucester 
House. Lord George had at least by the event judged 
right. The King hated nobody who paid court to his 
brother® so much as he hated his brother, and was dis- 


® The Opposition members used to moot at Gloucester (now Grosvenor) House 
every Sunday evening —D. 
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sembler enough to reward the first when his brother would 
be the person punished. I had early got wind of Lord 
George’s approaching defection, and before the Parliament 
^et this winter had warned the Duke not to trust him ; 
but the sudden desertion of Sir W. Meredith,' supposed a 
man of more principle, had now taught his Eoyal Highness 
what to expect. The greatness of the reward offered to 
Lord George Gern^aine bespoke great hatred of his brother 
in the King ; or the zeal for making converts when the Court 
wa^o|prstocked, when it could only gain converts by 
malSig removals of other zealots at the expense of pensions 
and places for life, as in the cases of Cornwall, Stanley, 
and the Duke of Leeds, implied that the King had very 
great or very little views to carry, for Opposition was re- 
duced so low that the Administration could want neither 
votes nor speeches in their favour. If Cornwall was not 
gained on some great view, he was very dearly bought by 
a pension for life and a Lordship of the Treasury; if 
Meredith and Germaine were gained only to mortify the 
Duke of Gloucester, the object was pitiful indeed. One 
mrfst hbpe it was, that no great blow may be preparing — 
yet why should not royal revenge be the first pursuit? 
What a bribe had been heaped on Lord JSTorth to win his 
support to the Royal Marriage f^ct ! Other little reasons 
may have concurred to the treaty with Lord George. 
Lord North, who had been lazy or averse to business, or 
had acted till he had persuaded the King that he would 
always be a tractable tool, might be silently gathering a 
party round him attached to himself. He, or the King, 
might be plotting to get rid of the Bedfords, and therefore, 
the more Opposition was weakened, the less considerable 


^ See Walpole’s ‘ Beign of George in.,’ V'ol. i. p. 850.— ‘D, 
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the Bedford faction would be, if driven to join it. Cooper 
and Eobinson, the Secretaries of the Treasury, were known 
foes : the latter belonged to Lord Bute ; the former had 
connections with Wedderburn, who hated Thurlow, tho* 
creature of the Bedfords. All these causes and little 
passions might have smoothed the way for Lord George’s 
advancement. His mind was no sooner known than he 
was at once offered the reversion of thp Cinque Ports, of 
which Lord Holdemess was Warden for life, and w'hich 
Lord George had long wished, as being useful to his Kentish 
boroughs, and as his father the Duke of Dorset had held 
that post. In tliis instance the tenderness of the King’s 
heart again appeared. Lord Holdemess was a younger 
man than Lord George Germaine, but the former had 
been dying, and, though a little recovered, was not likely 
to live ; yet though a favourite, as his wife was with the 
Queen, they had learnt that his Majesty, on a prospect of 
the Earl’s death, had announced his intention of appointing 
Lord Bristol Governor of the Prince of Wales; and now 
repeated the blow by offering the Cinque Ports to Lord 
George. How was mankind astoni.shed to hear that such 
an ofter did not satisfy! how much more were they 
astonished that Lord George demanded to be re-established 
in the army, and even aspired to be Master-General of 
the Ordnance, a post that had been pressed on the brave 
General Conway, from which he had been cruelly driven, 
and so recently bestowed on Lord Townshend, whose 
character for valour was not indeed much higher than 
Lord George’s! Even this was listened to, and Lord 
Townshend was sounded to know whether he might not be 
contented with a compensation ? He bounced and refused. 

In the mean time, as I was aware how much Conway 
would be hurt by such a preference of an unworthy rival. 
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and who he suspected had always been his enemy, I wished, 
if I could, to prevent itf though I admired Lord George’s 
sound abilities, and had always lived on civil terms with 
him. But I neither liked to see him decked with Mr. 
Conway’s spoils, nor was pleased with his sacrificing the 
Duke of Gloucester, nor was glad to see so masterly an 
understanding in the service of high prerogative. I dis- 
covered the transaction, while still very secret, to Lord 
Waldegrave, with whom Lord George might come to com- 
pelition for the first rank in the army, and to General 
Fitlio^, who had been aide-de-camp to Prince Ferdinand, 
and the very man who had carried the fatal orders at 
Minden, which Lord George had not obeyed.* Through 
these channels I knew the Bedfords, who did not love 
Lord George, would be inflamed, and possibly the rest of 
the army. I also acquainted the Duke of Gloucester. 
He made a great panegyric on Lord George’s talents, and 
was so true a soldier as to approve his wishing to recover 
rank in the array. I hinted ray real fears that, if Master 
of the Ordnance, Lord George might afterwards become 
C©mmander-in-chiefi to his Koyal Highness’s prejudice. 
“ Oh ! ” said the Duke, “ if any man is preferred to that 
service, I will instantly go into the Imperial or Eussian 
service.” The Duchess was present, and said not a word to 
such a denunciation, though I saw how it struck her — but 
she always submitted to his will. In the same conversation 

' * On the . 1st August, 1759. Prince ouslj^ held by them. Lord George was 
Ferdinand (who with the allied infantry punished by being ejected from all his 
had compelled the French to retreat) offices, militaiy and cWil; but ho was 
sent an order 4o Lord George Sackville restored to them, and promoted to 
to advance with the English and Ger- higher employment and dignities, under 
man cavalry, of wtdeh he was the com- George III., at which time he had as- 
mander, and complete the rout. The sumed the name of an aunt whose pro- 
order was not obeyed ; perhaps it was perty he had inherited. He died Vis- 
misunderstood ; and the French thereby count Sackville in 1785.— P. 
recovered an advantageous post previ- 
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the Duke told me that the King hated his brother-in-law 
the Hereditary Prince much more than Prince Ferdiuaiid : 
that the former knew it so well that he had not accom- 
panied his wife to England^n the last illness of the Princess 
of Wales, nor ever would come hither again, unless he was 
offered the command of the army ; but had said, “ The King 
might have me much cheaper than my uncle Ferdinand, 
for he likes the pay, and I want only the honour.” The 
Duke told me too that Colonel LoytJ, who had been in the 
llussian service, told him the Czarina had said to him, “ I 
do not talk from your newspapers and party papers, but I 
am certain — mind, I say I know — that two persons of your 
country -took money from France for the last peace and 
Loyd added, “ Sir, if ever I see your Royal Highness out 
of England, I will tell you their names *, but I dare not 
name them here.” As Loyd did not name them, I suspect 
that one of them was the Princess of Wales. 
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The Houses reassembling on April an attempt was 
made on the 12#A'in the House of Commons to throw the 
Ad^iihistration back "^into their difficulties on the election 
ffir^Uddlesex ; but the bomb was fired by too unwelcome 
a handt Colonel Luttrell, brother of the Duchess of Cum- 
berland, was both a hotheaded and an interested man, and 
hitherto had always made the rashness of his head subser- 
vient to the lucre that reigned in his heart. He had but 
the very last year extorted a job from the Court on threats 
of vacating his seat in Parliament, on acknowledgment that 
there was something wrong in his election. He now me- 
naced, accusing Bradshaw, the favourite agent in all dark 
W'ork, of having seduced him to stand for Middlesex ; but 
the more Luttrell had profited by his own venality, the less 
foVmidable his threats became. They being now despised, 
he made a formal complaint to the House against itself of 
its having suffered the Sheriffs to summon Wilkes, instead 
of him, to serve the duty in Parliament, and he moved to 
order the Sheriflfe to answer it at the bar.^ The Ministers 
could not comply without quarrelling with the City ; by 
rejecting the motion they seemed tacitly to approve the 
behaviour of the Sheriffs in favour of Wilkes; yet this 


‘ liuttrell, although Wilkes, at the 
Middlesex election, had polled a far 
greater number of votes, hM been de- 
clared by the House to be the properly 
elected member : his opponent was held 


incapable of sitting, as he was under 
Bentence of expulsion for having written 
various seditious, libellous, and obscene 
matters. How Wilkes ultimately tri- 
umphed i need not here naTrate.~D. 
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ignominy, when they had borne so many insults, they pre- 
ferred — and so far were secure ; for as the Opposition con- 
demned the intrusion of Luttrell, they could not become 
his partizans. When Luttrell ceased, a long and dead 
silence ensued. At last Lord Beauchamp moved for the 
Orders of the Day, which, nobody seconding Luttrell, would 
have been called for. After another pause Charles Fox 
rose and said Colonel Luttrell should not want a second ; 
and then poured out a torrent of invective against Lord 
North for his pusillanimity, and for what he called his 
impudent and shameless silence. Lord North, with great 
quickness and humour, replied, that be bad never before 
heard of impudent silence ; that he had, indeed, seen gen- 
tlemen on their legs whose shameless impudence had shocked 
all mankind. The laugh of the whole House applied the 
likeness to the original it was drawn for. Thomas Towns- 
hend said he should be for the Orders of the Day, not from 
fear of a quarrel with the Sheriffs or from dread of giving 
them importance, as Lord North had urged, but because 
his opinion was totally different from that of Lord North on 
the Middlesex election. Nobody else espousing Luttreli, 
the Orders of the Day were read. 

Saturday, IQth — Yesterday, after some private busi- 
ness being done, and the House being pretty full. Sir 
Charles Whitworth presented the bill for the better regu- 
lating the Government of the Province of the Massachussets 
Bay, in North America, and, after a short debate, the bill 
was read a first time, and ordered to be read a second time 
next Friday. Lord North then presented to the House 
several more papers relative to the present state of some 
of his Majesty’s colonies in North America, which was 
read by the Clerks of the House, and took up near’ an hour 
reading. 
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The Order of the Day was then read to take into further 
consideration his Majesty’s most gracious Message, together 
with the papers which had been presented to the House by 
Lord North on the 7th and 11th of March last, and those 
presented yesterday, when the House resolved itself into a 
Committee, Sir Charles Whitworth in the Chair; when 
Lord North proposed another bill 'relative to the indemni- 
fication of persons who may act towards the preservation of 
the peace, when, after a long debate, the Committee came 
t(«h|| said proposition without a division, and Sir Charles 
Whitworth reported the same to the House, and the bill 
Was ordered in accordingly. The speakers were Lord 
North, Solicitor-General, General Conway, Mr. Dowds- 
well. Governor Pownall, Captain Phipps, and Mr. Burke. 

General Conway was the only man who spoke out on 
these bills, which he did- with firmness, though without 
bitterness. He said the Administration had boasted of 
sending a sword in one hand and. the olive in the other : 
he saw the sword, but could not discover the olive-branch. 
They were going to take away juries from Boston, though 
Coloiiel Preston, in the midst of a town exasperated at the 
deaths of eleven persons, had had a fair trial, and had been 
acquitted. There was one peaceable measure sure of suc- 
cess, and that was not tried, repealing the Tea Bill ; he 
would second Mr. Rose Fuller in moving for such repeal. 

19^^. Rose Fuller moved for the repeal of the tea duty, 
and was seconded by Mr. Pennant. Conway voted for it, 
and Phipps, the two tFoxes, Edmund Burke, T. Townshend, 
Frederick Montague, Colonel Barrc, and Dowdswell, spoke 
for the motion. It was opposed by Lord North, Rice, 
Cornwall, Wedderburn, Lord Beauchamp, Lord Clare, 
and'Bulier, and was rejected at eleven at night by 182 
to 49. Burke spoke for two hours with the highest ap- 
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plause, gave a detail of taxation and of late Ministers, in 
which he drew portraits of Geoi^e Grenville, Lord Chat- 
ham, and others. Of Grenville his portrait was, at least, as 
favourable as he deserved ; hut blaming his obstinate ad- 
herence to forms, and with the littleness of a lawyer and 
man of business. He commended Lord Chatham’s great 
talents, but ridiculed his latter administration and perse- 
verance in governing when the gout had disordered his 
understanding, and his deputies were not at liberty nor had 
abilities to do anything.* Lord North himself applauded 
this oration. Wedderburn answered it in defence of (L 
Grenville, and said it was new to hoar a Minister condemned 
for being a man of business. “To be sure,” he added, 
“ an ignorant young man (Lord liockingham), governed 
by a visionary (Burke himself) who is generally in the 
third heaven, is fitter to be at the head of affairs !” Burke’s 
speech was excessively admired. It was a year of fine 
harangues: Wedderburn ’s against Dr. Franklin, Lord 
George Germaine’s on the colonies, and this of Burke, 
besides those of the lawyers on literary property, were the 
most extolled. The very next day old Glover, author of 
‘ Leonidas,’ a bombast and turgid orator when in Parlia- 
ment, was not less approved on a matter of trade.® 

About this time, on a new ballot for Directors of the 
East India Company, there were three parties — that of the 


® He spoke Mglily of Conway, who, 
when Secretary of State, had finnly re- 
sisted the influence of Lord Bute and 
lus creatures, hut in other parts was 
severe on his irresolution. 

^ This was in a Committee to inquire 
into the state of the Linen Trade in 
Great Britain and Ireland, Sir Tlionms 
Clavering in the chair. Mr. Glover is said 
to have spoken in “ a most pathetic and 
extraordinary manner,” concluding with 


hoping that the House would not lay 
any more duty upon tlie foreign JiiienH, 
as it would l.)0 Hie mcaiis of putting a 
stop to that branch of trade. He spoke 
at the bar of llic Hoilso for near two 
hours and a half. Several of tlie mem- 
bers, fis they left the House, told Glovt-r 
tliut " they often heard him wljeu he wit 
in the House, but they never heard any- 
lliing to exceed this perfoimiiuco be- 
fore.”— D. 



352 


LAST JOURNALS OF HORACE WALPOLE. 


Apeil, 


House or old Directors, that of the Administration, and 
that of the Duke of Richmond. The last- lost two of their 
best friends ; the Ministers were little more successful, the 
Directors themselves choosing most of the list. Lord 
North’s agents prepared against another year, and it was 
pressed on the friends of the Court to become proprietors 
of India Stock to qualify themselves for v’bting. 

22nd. The Committee sat on the second reading of the 
Bill for regulating^he CivilJurisdiction in America. Mose 
mid the bill was a new proof of the Americans being 
coMMnned without being heard. Sir George Saville said he 
had trembled at every step that had been taken on the affair 
of Boston ; he had argued ill from the time the House had 
refused to hear Mr. Bolland, agent for that colony, and till 
now had withdrawn himself from that whole business. 
Ellis affirmed that the King, Lords, and Commons have 
a right to alter charters given by the Crown. General 
Conway said, that, though it had been alleged that the 
Americans had no right to be heard at the bar of the 
House, yet it had been the universal practice, on alteration 
of charters, to hear the party, and in matters of right it 
could not be refused. Delays might be disagreeable, bnt 
were of no weight in matters of right. The question now 
was, whether the Americans should be heard or not, before 
the charter was broken into for our convenience. He would 
not attempt to stem the torrent — he knew it would be 
ineffectual ; but he would say that we were the aggressors 
and innovators upon them, and had been so for the last ten 
years. They had held one line of duty to us, whilst we 
had teazed and vexed them with a variety of contradictory 
laws : first, with Admiralty jurisdiction. Stamp A^t duties, 
now, with duty of taxation. Butting all together, we were 
the a^ressors. We carried our id^as of pride and dimity 
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too far upon these abstract sophisticated notions. Wo had 
no right to tax .even Ircdand. These measures, he thomfht, 
would involve those who had the conduct of them in such 
difficulties as they would not get the better of.* Lord NortJi 
replied, that it was fit in courts of law to hear the parties ; 
but charters were the regulations of the Crown, and under 
the control of Government. Was it the idea that we should 
send over to sumnion them to attend their rights, which did 
not exist, whilst.they go on plundering .your merchantmen, 
and tarring and feathering “ your subjects ? Were we, in 
that state, to take no stops to restore government ? He 
was persuaded they would send word they would not appear 
at the bar. This measure was a political necessity, not a 
political convenience : this measure must be pursucd^unless 
any gentleman would point out a more proper method. 
Conway had said we were the aggressors — and therefore 
what? Were we to let them go on, because the provoca- 
tion was on their side ? Had they not burnt our sloops 
and rescued our seizures ? Our friends in America had 
doubted whether we should support them. If we were not 
ready to part with our colonies, some steps must be taken. 
Did anybody conceive that the facts which had appeared 
from the correspondence laid before the House were not 
true? 

Sir George Yonge and Governor Johnston blamed the 
injustice of Administration. The latter complained that the 
new bill would make the Governor of the Massachussets ab- 
solute, and the Americans become the slaves of Ministers. 
The latter had better speak out and say at once that they 
meant to establish despotism all over the empire. King, 


'* A prophecy verified. feathers. An account waa arrived tho 

* The B^tonians rolled those who (% before of a now cargo of tea do- 
^ugM teas, naked in tar and then in stroyed. 

VOL. I. ^ 2 A 
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Lords, and Commons could not take away the rights of the 
people, who would he authorised to resist for the cause of 
liberty. What proceedings had been seen here, and what 
had been done, in consequence of mobs in this country ! 
Had not Majesty itself been insulted, and the Minister® 
nearly torn in pieces ? Had he not fortunately been saved 
by Sir William Meredith ? The Americans would resist 
like Englishmen. — Jenkinson and Harijs supported the 
bill. Sir Edward’ Astley and Governor .Pownall argued 
agjdnst it : the latter said there was an end of opinions — • 
it # A come to action with the Americans. They would 
immediately hold a Cqngress of the different provinces ; 
they would unite, and consider how they should proceed 
most 4o their advantage. They no longer trusted any 
letters to their common post ; they had couriers of their 
own in every province. 

Rigby said, what had dropped from Pownall was very 
serious : he had told the House that America was now in 
rebellion, for as yet they could know nothing of what had 
been done here. They had then a private post, not for 
serious matters, not because of their correspondence, but 
to regulate their future transactions ; but America was in 
the right to rebel, for, it seemed, we were the aggressors ! 
yet, if he did not mistake, the honourable gentleman (Con- 
way) had this year been for taking away the port from 
Boston. For himself he had never varied his opinions;* 
but was astonished to hear a man, who had brought in the 
Declaratory Bill, say that we had been the aggressors. If 
he himself had thought so, he would not have voted for the 
Boston Port Bill,- but would have moved for the repeal of 
his own Declaratory Law. But this country had a right to 


^ Lord North. 
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tax even Ireland, though it would not be expedient to do 
it, as the Irish have a Parliament of their own. Ilow were 
we to make requisitions to the North- Americans ? Was 
this House to send over cap in hand ? Himself had not 
the least varied. Had not the Administration been changed • 
in 1765, the Stamp Act would have been enforced as easily 
as the land-tat is here. We bad clearly a right to tax 
them, though perhaps it would not be expedient. He would 
wait till the flame had subsided. 

Charles Fox said Eigby’s politics were very distinct; 
how wise, was another question. He would tax the Ameri- 
cans when they are quiet — would tax them, as a boon for 
tlidr submission. But we were now fighting for taxation. 
We might speculatively have a right to tax Ireland. In 
this country a dispensing power had once been contended 
for : the moment it came to be exercised, nobody would 
bear it. It was contrary to fact that the Stamp Act would 
have passed without opposition. We were irritating the 
Americans without a power to force them : whoever woyld 
govern a country without its consent, insured resistance. 
Sir Gilbert Elliot endeavoured to palliate the grossness of 
Rigby’s positions, who, he affirmed, had not said he would 
tax them by way of reward, but when their situation would 
admit of it ; yet he allowed we could tax them only by 
force : and he himself had never varied in his opinion of 
taxing that country. Sir Richard Sutton said a levelling 
principle prevailed in that country: he would give the 
House an idea of it. He knew a gentleman. who went to 
a merchant’s house at Boston, and asked the servant if his 
master was at home ? “ My master ! ” replied the servant ; 
“I have no master but Jesus Christ: John Such-an-one 
(naming his master) is at home, if you want him.” Sir 
Richard concluded with declaring he approved regulations, 

2 A 2 
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as he thought them necessary. The bill was then read a 
second time without a division, and ordered to be committed. 
In the Committee, Dowdswell declared he would reserve 
his opposition for the last reading. The regulations were 
contested in different debates the following week,’ but with 
no divisions nor anything memorable. The attendance, 
too, was very small. 


’ See the ‘London Cluonicle' of 
ApiikSOth; on a new petition frOin Mr. 
Boiled. ^ There was much insolence 
and c^iflcl^nco in Lord North’s assertion 
that the plan was only to reduce Boston 


to a footing with the other colonies: 
whereas one of the n&w hills enacted that 
criminals might he brought over to Eng- 
land to he tried, which had not been the 
case in the other colonics. 
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On the 2nd Sir George Saville presented a petition from 
several inhabitants of North America, then resident in 
London, praying to be heard against sending troops against 
them, and against the proceedings then carrying on in Par- 
liament. All the favour shoim to that petition teas to mjfer 
it to lie on the table. Insolence was now the language of 
the Court ; and some of its emissaries went so far as to call 
in the "newspapers for the names of those who interfered for 
the Americans, that they miyht he exposed to public vengeance 
— so easily did despotism espouse measures of which they 
had so loudly complained in their opponents. 

The same day was read, for the third time, the Bill for 
regulating the Massachussets, and a very long debate, though 
not a very new or lively one, ensued, which lasted till past 
two in the morning, when the bill was carried by 239 to 
64. Before I mention any of the speeches, it will be neces- 
sary to premise some circumstances relative to it. I have 
spoken of Colonel Barre’s change of tone at the outset of 
these bills, and of the expectation it had raised that both 
he and Lord Shelburne were coming into place, as well as 
Lord George Germaine. The latter continued to support 
the bills, though nothing more was heard of his (supposed) 
intended preferment. Colonel Barre, on the contrary, had 
retracted his complaisance, and had distinguished himself 
against the new regulations. It was known that Lord 
Shelburne had received a letter from Lord Chatham dis- 
approving the rigour used towards Boston : the consequence 
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was, that Lord Shelburne, Barre, and Dunning, who had 
been long ill arid whose faculties were said to be impaired, 
though it did not appear on this occasion, took a warm part 
against the Court. Lord Chatham himself, so long for- 
gotten in his solitude at Pynsent, had now passed through 
London and fixed at Hayes, and .it was thought would 
appear in the House of Lords. It was then given out that 
he was only come to fix marriages for his son and daughter. 
It #ds Jhen said he ha'd the gout, and the Court reported 
thatJiie^ad changed his opinion on America. The truth 
I believe was, that he hoped the disorders of America 
would prove useful to him ; but as the stream ran the other 
way, and the Rockingham party resolved to take no notice 
of him, he found the times not yet ripe. He and Lord 
Temple visited, but in the coolest manner — Lord Temple 
affecting to be the representative of George Grenville’s 
inveteracy to America, which only made him of still less 
consequence than Lord Chatham, for the Court did not 
want tools, much less a chief without a party. Lord Canr- 
derif Lord Chatham excused himself from seeing, yet received 
the Sheriffs, who were creatures of Wilkes. These hints 
will explain parts of the subsequent debate. 

Dunning opened the attack and spoke above two hours. 
He begged indulgence, as he found his organs of speech 
considerably impaired. He wished never to hear the bill 
read again — wished to stem the torrent of prejudice that 
had taken possession of the House. He would consider all 
the bills together as forming one system, which put the 
Crown and Minister on a different foot from what they 
were when the charter was given. The repeal of the tea 
duty woujd have quieted the Americans : he thought that 
repeal had been kept in reserve. The fatal secret was 
now out : it was not the olive-branch, but war and resent- 
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ment. The language was, Eesu^t and we will cut your 
throats — acquiesce and we icill tax you. In the wliole busi- 
ness there was nothing of a plan : the Minister was deter- 
mined to do something, without knowing what, only it was 
to be violent,^ though not tmrranted to say A nierlca was in 
rebellion. The town guard at Boslon was meant for pro- 
tection; but if there was treason there must have ht!en 
traitors. He would not suppose Lord I^orth was Minister, 
therefore did not blame him ; neither did he know who was 
Minister, nor even of what sex : and were he to describe 
the Minister in the phrase of his owm profession, he should 
say, he, she, or they. The Stamp Act luwl passed before he 
was in Parliament. He Avould give his opinion on the 
rigiM: of taxing the colonies, though there were shadeg in 
his opinion that made him differ irom those he reverc.'d 
most (Lord Camden). lie thought Parliament competent to 
tax Ireland and America, in cases of necessity ; but first they 
ought to make requisitions. In every country there must 
exist a supreme law — here, it was in King, Lords, and C<)m- 
mons. Sir W. Meredith, the Jiew apostate Comptroller, con- 
demned General Conway’s pronouncing England ihe ag- 
gressors, which he affectedly called a “ flippancy declared.” 
He said the statute of the 25th of Charles II. and the Act of 
Navigation had laid a similar tax to that on tea. Who com- 
pelled the Americans to buy the tea ?— Stanley denied the 
two bills being the same, and that any person might con- 
sistently vote for the one and against the other. While 
Europe should maintain its superiority, it was impossible 
for America to submit without depending on some European 
power. There had been a radical error in the formation 


* This observation agrees 'svitli what I colonies to rel^l before they sent any 
have 8ai4 before in this Journal, viz. that forces Uj America, 
the Ministers waited for the rest of the 
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of the American ' constitution. Was it extraordinary that 
levellers, who settled there first, should choose that form 
that was most like no government at all ? — Colonel Barre 
said the question was, whether to reconcile the colonies by 
sober means or drive them to despair ? We had been the 
aggressors, and oppressors never forgive those they have 
injured. Lord North had declared he would see America 
at his feet, and then would repeal the tax. Two other gen- 
thmm of high description (Sir Gilbert Elliot and Rigby) 
had^aM, We will see America at our feet, aivl then we will 
tax theita ; and those two men he believed could, if they 
pleased, not leave Lord North a casting vote in the Cabinet. 
They said they would tax : it was now to the Americans, 
“ i^taud and deliver!” The great Minister who hadago- 
verned this country so long and so much to his credit (Lord 
Chatham) had no other idea than of going cap in hand to 
the Americans and making requisitions. If the scabbard 
was thrown away, we must point the whole weight of the 
British empire against the American colonies : for his part, 
the blood of the Americans would not lie at his door. 

TIW young Lord Caermarthen, whose voice and person 
recommended him, as well as his rank and favour at Court 
by his late marriage, spoke with great applause. He said, 
when he saw a systematic opposition established in America, 
he should never think a particular tax the cause. He had 
never heard that Lord Chatham was famous for going cap 
in hand towards the execution of his measures: he had 
heard, but time would show, that, were his Lordship well 
enough to attend his duty in Parliament, he would not be 
for adopting the cap-in-hand measures towards the Ameri- 
cans. George Byng spoke, as he did always, warmly 
against the bill, and, calling Rigby by his place the Irish 
Master of the Rolls, took notice how indecent it was in him 
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of all men to declare for taxing Ireland. — Rigby, ivitli im- 
pudent frankness and parts, avowed the satisfaction be bad 
in holding that place, and said it had been thought that he 
had not been well founded in his assertion; but in the 
statutes of George I. there was a law to bind Ireland in all 
cases whatsoever. The Declaratory Law had been the most 
nonsensical that ever was. Another had said, it was now 
Stand and deliver : it was very true, and he thought it as 
much his duty to say so as to enfor-’e the land-tax, when 
voted. As to the cap-in-hand Minister, he certainly made 
this country very great, and too great at last to hold him- 
self: witness his retreat to Marlborough. When gtmtlcmen 
had a mind to have a fling at him (Rigby), they called 
him a Minister ; but he never was nor ever should be one. 
Had he any power, which he had not, he assured the 
House it should be. at Lord North’s service, and used for 
his support. If he was upon his oath, he would vote for 
the bill. 

General Conway said he had been accused of declaring 
we had no right to tax America or Ireland ; but he had 
never gone so far. The statute of George I. M^as in pi ecise 
words the same as the Declaratory Law, which was dignified 
with the epithet of ridiculous. We were now nmning into 
difficulties there would be no end to : the flame could never 
be laid, the expense could not be maintained. He had 
thought there was to be something lenient ; but where was 
the olive-branch? Was it in the breach of the charters? 
Soldier as he was, he did not wish to see the military 
exempted from the laws of their country. There had been 
a variety of innovations. He would ask, had the repeal of 
the Stamp Act had a fair trial ? It was a law of rule and 
justice to hear the parties. He lamented that he could not 
prevent these measures, nor stem the torrent. Violence in 
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Parliament was like zeal in religion. His maxim was, 
Peace with our* colonies, and war with all the rest of the 
world. If once engaged in a war with America, we should 
see no end to it. The Americans, he hoped, would have 
temper to wait for better times. 

Lord G. Germaine said, these bills had been called 
wicked ; he thought them necessary. The military were 
subject to law by the bill, but, not to partial trials. Was 
tlfflore a single magistrate that dared to act in that country ? 
WiJ^e were the J udges ? The courts of justice were shut 
up, and the Chief Justice retired into the fort. Supremacy 
must be maintained upon the ground of taxation. This 
claim of the Americans was no new one. Depart from 
your tax, there was an end of you. Conway had said, 
Peace with your colonies, &c. What! peace with your 
Colonies, by submission ? Would that. peace be long? — 
Charles Fox said. Lord George thought repealing the tea- 
duty would be giving up the Constitution — was the tea- 
duty part of the Constitution ? — the most absurd point of 
honour that ever was! If taxation was intended, their 
chatters must be annihilated, and could only be maintained 
by military force. — The Attorney-General said, he would 
tax them to make them pay their own Judges to execute 
the laws of Great Britain. 

Edmund Burke, who was ill heard from the lateness of 
the hour, produced a letter* from* Lord Hillsborough, when 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, in which the King and 
, Ministers had declared they did not mean to toes America 
for the purposes of raising a revenue. From this, he said, 
they could not depart, and this argument he would make 
his shield and buckler.^ — LoVd North denied that Burke 


Tliis was a capital ingredient in tlife American war. 
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had stated facts fairly, yet waived the plea, saying, that 
when the proper time for taxing America should conic he 
did not know, but was sure this was not a proper time for 
repealing a tax. — Sir George Saville again protested against 
the violence of condemning the Americans without liearing 
them. 

On the Ath Sir William Meredith, affecting not to have 
changed his principles by selling himself, renewed his former 
motion for reviewing the Thirty-nine Articles. Sir Eogcr 
Newdigate, too obstinate a simpleton to change foolish 
principles, supported the Articles as usual. Burke, with 
much wit, ridiculed Sir W. Meredith and his apostacy ; 
but defending the Articles with as much bigotry as Newdi- 
gate, whether to mark the reality of his apostacy from 
Koine, or being so little a convert that he still was pre- 
judiced to popish tenets. No division was attempted. 

On the bth there was another debate and slender division 
on the Bostonian Bills. On the discussion of these Acts 
the doors of both Houses were carefully locked — a symptom 
of the spirit with which they were dictated. 

About the same time the King at last gave a gi’^em- 
ment to Canada,® as indulgent to the Roman Catholics as 
to Royalty ; and as Parliament was now the instrument of 
despotism, the King, who might have imposed the new 
code by prerogative, permitted it to take its rise in the 
Hou^ of Lords. An hundsed thousand Catholics^ in 
Canada were a good resource for the Crown against the 
independence affected by the Protestant colonies. 

In the midst of this triumphant career the Court was 
thundersferuck with an account of Louis XV., King of 


® Another remarkable event in the troops against Boston, was son of Tiord 
American quarrel. Chige, who had turned Protestant, but 

^ General Gbge, who comiiiandod the died a Catholic in 1754. 
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France, being seized with the smallpox. His resolution 
of going no more to war had authorised our Ministers to 
make an essay of the Crown’s power by persecuting the 
Americans. A new King in France was as likely to go to 
war with us, — perhaps to encourage, if not assist, our 
colonies. 

On the Qth the Duke Snd Duchess of Cumberland 
landed at Dover. , The Pope had treated them with the 
higlftst distinction, and supplied them with galleys richly 
furnShed on purpose to convey them from Civita Vecchia 
to France. 

On the ll;/j the Bostonian Bill was agitated in the Lords. 
Bolland, the agent, petitioned to be heard, and was rejected, 
as by the Commons, on a division of 57 to 20. The Duke 
of Richmond spoke warmly for Boston ; said they would he 
in the right to resist, as punished unheard, and, if they did 
resist, he should^ wish them success. — Lord Camden spoke 
out too, though more moderately, saying he loved this 
country so well that, though in the wrong, he should 
wish it success. He then more warmly attacked Lord 
Miflti^ld, whom he treated aa author of the bills and of all 
the present meamres. — ^Lord Mansfield, in a speech of an 
hour and a half^ very artful but very timid, returned no 
attack, but purged himself of the bill, which he protested 
he had never' seen till printed — a falsehood too gross and 
incredible for any art to palliate. — Lord Sandwich and 
Lord Lyttelton defended the bills, and the latter, as usual, 
attempted to provoke the Duke of Richmond. The House 
sat till eleven, when the bill was voted by about the same 
number as had rejected Bolland, but, to colour the violence 
with more names, proxies were produced. The next day 
eleven lords protested. 

That night arrived an express that the King of France 
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was at the extremity on the 8th at eleven at night. The 
dismay of the Cwrt here was notorious. 

Louis XV. died at three in the afternoon, May 1 0th, 
aged sixty-four years. 

Accounts that the people of Boston had made warm 
speeches at Liberty-tree and were laying in provisions of gun- 
powder. They did not then know of the proceedings going 
on against them. The Ministers here were so ill-informed 
in all they were doing that they passed the Quebec Bill in 
the Commons with so material a blunder' that they were 
farced to add 16 clauses to correct it. Captain Phipps, 
who had been in America, asked such necessary questions, 
which the Ministers -could not answer, that they stopped 
the debate while they sent about the town to get proper 
information. 

The Bostonian and Quebec Bills were disputed to the 
last by the small minority under the Duke of Richmond, 
rather than Lord Rockingham, who, howewr, spoke well 
on one of those debates. Lord Gower, Lord Sandwich, 
and Lord Dartmouth defended them, and Lord Mansfield 
till the last reading of the Quebec Bill, when, with his 
usual poltroonry, he absented himself on Lord Camden’s 
having described him as the real Prime Minister. The 
Duke of Richmond reproached Lord Dartmouth with 
supporting these bills after haring been one of the protestors 
against the Stamp Act. The Duke, being reproached by 
Lord Gower for dissenting from the majority and venting 
his opinions, answered, with just severity, that in the last 
rebellion no man had been questioned for speculative 
prejudices, though they might have had one foot in the 
stirrup to join the Pretender — the case of Lord Gower’s 
father. Lord Hillsborough, all courtier as he was, op- 
Ijosed the Quebec Bill, and, glancing at Lord Dartmouth, 
said it must have been the work of a child in politics. 
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The latter answered, that was the objection of an old 
dotard. The dissenting Lords protested again. At the 
same time appeared a very sensible pamphlet, called 
‘ Considerations on the Present Measures,’ said to be 
written by Lord Camden. I doubt it. 

Amidst the horror of these impolitic proscriptions no- 
thing was more shocking than the King’s laughing and 
saying at his levee “ that he had as lief fight tlue Bostonians 
as the Frmch'' ^ , It was only to be paralleled by James 
Il.lp^ing on Jefferies’s campaign in the west. 

The tnext thing remarkable was the complaisancg of the 
Bishops, who lent themselves to those cruel bills and made 
no objections to the indulgences shown to the Roman 
Catholics in Quebec ! 

On the 18^A Lord North opened the Budget, and was, 
as usual, ministerially admired and spoke with much wit. 
He went into. and denied Colonel Barre’s prosperous state 
of the finance of France, and then lamented the late 
pacific King and commended the new economic King, 
adding that it would be very unwise in us to provoke an 
ec^oraic king — a timidity, however prudent, very unbe- 
coming the dignity of a British Parliament ! His lamenta- 
tion was so dolorous that Burke told him he had thought 
his Lordship was going to mom an address of condolence. 
T* Townsh^nd and Burke were severe on the apostacy of 
Cornwall and Meredith, and on an additional pension to 
the Deputy Paymaster of 500A a year, when the poor 
clerks in- the oflSce could not obtain a small addition.® 

« Whitehead, the poet-laureate, in nurses, whose pensions amounted to 
the Birthday Ode tliis year gave the 1600Z. per annum. These otficials, after 
Tfing credit for higher principles, rcpre> the expiration of their period of service, 
senting him as a prince whose sole oh- received 100?. a-year, if they had nursed 
ject was — the younger children of the Royal family* 

« To guard, and not invade, the world’s repose." The retiring pension of a nurse to the 

D. Prince of Wales dr the Princess Royal 
® There were at tliis time on the amountpd to 400Z. a year. — D. 
pension-list a number of ex-royal wet- 
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I have said that Lord Chatham had instigated Lord 
Shelburne and Barre to oppose the American bills. He 
himself, on the prospect of the troubles arising in the 
colonies, had removed ‘from Somersetshire to Hayes, still 
flattering himself that the Court or Opposition or the 
Americans would apply to him, but keeping a great re- 
serve towards Lord Shelburne and declining a visit from 
Lord Camden, who, though he combated some parts of the 
American bills, accused Lord Mansfield, of being the arti- 
ficer of all, and instigated Dunning and everybody he 
could to oppose them, was so provoked by Lord Chatham’s 
coldness and so willing to be Chancellor again, that on one 
of those debates he professed himself connected with no- 
body — a declaration commonly understood to mean that 
the person who makes it is to be bought single, and will 
insist on nobody’s being promoted but himself. It did 
not look much as if the Court were desirous of Lord 
Chatham’s services, or asked them and for the Rocking- 
ham party, they had a meeting in which they determined 
to take no notice of Lord Chatham’s approach to town. 
This neglect made him at first have recourse to his,pld 
mummery of acting the gout ;** and though his presence 
was often threatened, he still delayed appearing. At last 
the death of the King of France roused him — perhaps 
alarmed the Court enough to make some advances towards 
him — and other circumstances concurred to put him in 
motion. Lord Temple, acting the same dignifie^retire- 
ment from the same dereliction by all mankino, had, 


’LordCaormarthen said in the House ® His eldest son, Lord Viscount Pitt, 
of Commons that ho heard Lord had just commenced his unlucky mili- 
Chatham approved of the Bostonian tary career, at the age of eighteen, by 
bills, which Lord Holderness’s sou-in- proceeding to Quebec as ensign in the 
law would not Wo said had there been 47fch Foot,— P. 
any tieaty. 
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though in town, not gone to the House of Lords. He 
breathed nothing but his late brother George’s vengeance 
against America — very ineffectually, for he had no influ- 
ence but over his nephews. Lord Chatham’s former 
patronage of the Americans made them incompatible; 
mutual insignificance and equal ambition now brought 
them together once more. Lady Chatham, Lord Temple’s 
sister, had gained great weight over her husband during 
his long recess ip the country. She was a blameless 
w}|hn||?, strongly attached to her husband, and who could 
bu? wish to recommend her children to her brother, who 
was rieh and childless. She and Thomas Pitt, Lord 
Chatham’s nephe^l, who hated his uncle and had as cor- 
dially hated Lord Temple, and was too flimsy a speaker 
to rise again by his own weight, though he did not want 
parts, brought about a reunion of two chiefs without troops. 
The champion of America and Lord Temple, the repre- 
sentative of its persecutor Grenville, met on a kind of 
compromise that was a mere juggle of words, or rather of 
deliberate falsehoods, that could deceive nobody. This 
private treaty was no sooner sealed than Lord Lyttelton, 
the ifephew and cousin of the two allies, went, by Lord 
Chatham’s ordfer, to Lord Gower in the House of Lords, 
and said Lord Chatham desired some day might be fixed 
for a debate on one of the American bills; that Lord 
Chatham, who agreed on many points with Lord Temple 
(that was with the Ministry on those bills), might* come 
and his attendance. The day, as may be believed, 
was graciously settled for the 

26 tA, on the third reading of the Bill for Providing 
Quarters for the Oflicers and Troops in North Ame- 
rica. The two languid chiefs, worn out in constitution 
and fame, accordingly made their appearance. Lord 
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Temple spoke with animosity, but threw in two palliatives 
ill compliment • to Lord XDhatham, neitlier of which were 
fully true, and which I shall mention presently. Lord 
Chatham, who was a comedian,® even to his dress, to 
excuse his late absence by visible tokens of the gout, 
had his legs wrapped in black velvet boots, and as if 
in mourning for the King of France he leaned on a crutch 
covered with black likewise. He made a long fboble 
harangue, in which on one side he blamed the violence of 
the Bostonians, and on the other every step that had pro- 
voked them or been taken to chastise them, lie talked 
high for the sovereignty of this country, but condemned 
the taxes : the result of all which he meant to insinuate 
was that he alone could assert the auJ;hority of England, 
and compose the differences ‘in America. With the same 
intention he wandered into a vague detail on the state of 
Europe, was struck with the death of the French monarch, 
and, while he intimated it would produce a war, hoped 
that he alone would be thought fit to conduct one. Every- 
thing he saw deplorable, if not desperate, till he turned his 
eyes .to a noble Lord who reminded him of the glorious 
state into which his Lordship had put the fleet. This was 
true, but nobody credited the sincerity of the compliment. 
Lord Sandwich (the person alluded to) was apt to ridicule 
Lord Chatham’s rhapsodies, and had done so in the House 
of Lords. He was remarkably well too with the *King, 
and it was an intimation that their Lordships would not be 
incompatible should Lord Chatham return to power. It 
was at leas,t to deprecate Sandwich’s opposing his return. 
Never did an oration make less sensation. The generality 


® Chase Price xised to say that, at the him could see the tip of his hooked nose 
levee, Lord Chatham was accustomed between his legs.— D. 
to bow so low, that the persohs behind 

VOL. I. 2 B 
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looked on it as a poor attempt at a little popularity — as 
the Americans were now unpopular— -or perhaps at a little 
more pension. As the scope was a recommendation of 
himself, he pleased nobody. It condemned the Ministers, 
and neither flattered the Opposition or the Americans. 

Lord Camden was not present. The Chancellor had 
by mistake sent him word that the debate was appointed 
for the 27 th, instead of the 26 th; but though Lord 
CanflJ’e^ knew to the ^contrary, as the occasion was verjf 
publi;, |ne was so ofrended at Lord Chatham’s coldness 
and shuffling that he aflected to believe he did not discover 
the Chancellor’s mistake till it was too late. 

Lord Chatham himself explained the collusion between 

him and Lord Tejnple to my cousin Thomas Walpole, 

who was much connected with Lord Camden, and made 
♦ . . - , ’ 

I^ord Chatham a visit two days afterwards. He found 

him in bed with affected fatigue or gout,- and described to 
me the masquerade in which he -found him, and which 
spoke that pride and madness which had reigned so 
strongly in his last administration. He was sitting up in 
bed*, with a satin eider-down quilt on his feet. He wore a 
duffil cloak, without arms, bordered with a broad purple 
lace. On his head he had a nightcap, and over, that a hat 
with a broad brim flapped all round. It was difficult not 
to smile at j| figure whose meagre jaws and uncouth habili- 
ments recalled Don Quixote when he received the Duenna 
to an jfudience after he had been beaten and bruised, and 
was wrapped up in serecloths. Pretending to Walpole to 
adhere to his favourable sentiments towards the- Ameri- 
cans, he said he had been comforted to hear Lord Temple 
declare that he had never positively given his approbation 
to the Stamp Act, and that Lord Temple had said too in 
the House of Lords that Mr. George Grenville had first 
paoposed to make a requisition to the Americans. Both 
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were fallacies on both sides. Lord Temple had dropped 
these declarations as a seeming approach to Lord Chatham, 
they were nothing but words settled between them — a 
shallow contrivance that Lord Chatham, if restored, might 
pretend to begin with a requisition of taxes to save their 
credit, and then to tax them whether they yielded or 
refused. But Lord Temple had never formally approved 
the Stamp Act ; but had he no^ embraced all the violences 
of his brother on that subject ? bed he not joined him on 
the repeal? did he not vote against the repeal? had he not 
acted ever since — was he not acting now — on the same plan ? 
What wretched evasions, and what liars are politicians ! 

T. Walpole questioned Lord* Chatham on the other 
point, and that proved as hollow. Mr. Grenville, he 
could only say, had talked to the agents of the colonies, 
and had asked them if the provinces would on requisition 
tax themselves? The agents replied they must consult 
their principals ; but Mr. Grenville bad gone no farther, 
and had passed the^tarap Act without making any requi- 
sition. When age and debility can stoop to such subter- 
fuges, what excesses are blameable in youth ? How should 
the parts and passions of a Charles Fox not precipitate 
him into loss of character when the dregs of ambition can 
dictate such meanness ? 

But though Lord Chatham was in general not hostile 
to Administration, the Duke of Kichmond took advantage 
of one part of his disapprobation, and,’ dividing the House, 
drew him into the minority, which, I think, was too great 
a compliment to him. 

At the end of the month a ship arrived from Boston, 
and, it was said, reported that the Bostonians, having 
received advice of the intended severities, meant to stand 
on their defence. 


2 B 2 
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2nd. A Bill, which had passed the Commons, to relieve 
booksellers who had bought property in copies, was thrown 
out ttie Lords by 21 to 11. The impudent Sir John 
Dalrj ™Pe had impudently pleaded at the bar of the other 
House against the booksellers, and, like a Star Chamber 
tool, arraigned newspapers. The counsel on the other side, 
urged his not only having sold his book for 2000?., but 
produced a letter under his own hand in which he had 
pleaded strongly the cause of the booksellers. This was 
the wretch who had traduced Virtue and Algernon 
Sidney. 

3rd. The City of London presented a strong petition 
against the Quebec Bill, but it was only ordered to lie on 
the table. The Opposition, however, prevailed to have 
witnesses examined, which the Lords had hot done ; but 
though great evidence appeared of the, bad consequences the 
bill would have, the tight majority overruled all convic- 
tion. Hr. Harriot, Advocate-General for Quebec, thou^gh 
he had given his opinion against the bill, evaded shame- 
fully giving the House satisfaction.^ It was proposed 
to examine General Murray, who was present, and Lord 
North consented ; but the General stepping out of the 
House, Lord North would not let him be sent for. 
T. Townshend reproached him so warmly with his shuf- 
fling, that Lord North fell into the most ridiculous passion, 


m 


^ Vide the debate in the ‘ Londdn Chronicle * of June 4th. 
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for which he was severely handled by Townshend, and 
with much humour by Charles Fox ; yet the obsequious 
mdority of 90 to 36 supported Lord North even in this 
paltry refusal. 

The House contmued to sit day after day, and till late 
at night, on the same bill, every step of which was hotly 
contested and some points were altered. 

On the Lord North persisting at past eleven at 
night to go on with the bill, Burke made an angry speech 
and complaint of the heat and fatigue, and left the House, 
followed by others of the Opposition. This alarmed 
Lord North, and he suffered the House to break up. It 
was timie to grow alarmed, for accounts had been just 
received that New York had taken almost as warm a part 
as Boston, and had seized and sent away, a cargo of tea. 
The example of so great and potent a province was likely 
to have great influence on the other colonies. At the 
same time came advice that at Philadelphia they had 
burnt the effigies of Alexander Wedderbiyn, Solicitor- 
General, for his aspersing Dr. Franklin ; and of Governor 
Hutchinson for his evil intentions. 

On the %th the bill was again warmly fought and the 
dangers of it exposed, as well as the objections to it 
detailed, particularly the extension of the limits of the 
province so as to involve many Protestants under a Roman 
Catholic jurisdiction. Indeed it was evident that the 
Court was preparing a Catholic army to keep the colonies 
in as great subjection as they had been when Canada had 
been in the hands of the French.® Much was said too on 
the production of the bill so late in the session, when some 

• Choisetd justified the surrender of trouble to this country, be the ruin 
Canada to England on this straiige , of the latter in less* than a century. , 
ground, that tiro colony would, by being ! — D. 
a constant drain on and an increasing 
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years had been taken to concoct it. Nobody, strong as 
the Ministers were, would, however, venture to own himself 
the parent ; and Lord Mansfield, who nobody doubted was 
the author, disavowed it. Still the Oppositi^ could carry 
no point, though scarce anybody spoke in its behalf, but 
left the whole burthen on Lord North, who proposing to 
adjourn the last reading to the 10th, because Lord Stanley 
was to give a gi-eat entertainment on the 9th,® T. Towns- 
hend |.nd others ridfculed him severely, and told him the 
Preteito^s birthday, the 10th of June, was a proper festi- 
val for finishing a bill of so Stuart a complexion. 

It was finished on the lOiA and sent to the Lords, who 
on the 17fA completed it. Lord Chatham, who had pro- 
bably expected that he should be sent for to Court on the 
tender he had, made of his services in his last speech, and 
was disappointed, came in a very different mood, and bit- 
terly arraigned the bill in every part, especially on the 
taking away of juries and the protection of the Roman Ca- 
tholic religioR. He said the hill was a breach of the Beform- 
aimif of the Revolution, and of the King's Coronation 
Oatlt; -viud he put it home to those scandalous tools, the 
Bishops, who had denied security to the Presbyterians on a 
law which the Church owned itself ashamed to execute, how 
they could countenance so gross a violation of the Protest- 
ant religion. But what availed it to apostrophize men so 
hardened to shame and infamy ! Do they not, if a Peer 


* The ontertainmexit was given at 
;the Oaks, near Epsom, in honour of 
Lord Stanley’s intended bride, the Lady, 
[^tty Hamilton, only daughter of the 
late Duke of Hamilton, whoso widow 
was ihen Duchess of Argyle. This 
splen^d and fantastic afSiir was con- 
ducted by Generil Burgoyuo, who, fur- 
ther to celebrate the occasion, com- 
posed expressly his once popular piece, 


the * Maid of the Oaks/ It was in this 
piece that Mrs. Abington set the town 
mad with delight by her inimitable 
performance of Lady Bab Lardoon ;“-a 
character which, subsequently, was 
vainly attempted by Mrs. Bulkeley, 
Mrs. Pope, and Miss Wallis,— and in 
which even Mrs. Jordan was inferior to 
the sparkling, rattling, and unapproach- 
able origin^,r-D., > ; 
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is trie4 for murder, excuse themselves from voting, as they 
dare not meddle in cases of blood ? and had they not 
boldly voted in the recent instance of sending an army to 
cut the throats of the Bostonians ? Yet a few had shame, 
though no conscience. The Bishop of London, Terrick, 
who had in private condemned the present bill, and one or 
two more Bishops, did withdraw on Lord Chatham’s 
remonstrance. Bishop Shipley * alone voted against the 
bill, and had the courage to preach and publish a sermon 
against using violence with the AiOericans ; but Terrick, 
after thus compforaising the matter between God and the 
King, pretended to excuse himself for retiring, by saying he 
was to have company to dinner — an excellent excuse for a 
Bishop when the interests of Protestantism were at stake ; 
and a falsehood too, for l^shop North was to dine with 
him, who, Terrick was sure, would stay out the debate 
and vote for Popery; and Terrick was too well-bred a 
courtier to go to dinner without.the Minister’s brother. 

Terrick and the others who withdrew were too good 
courtiers and too bad Chri&tians to vote against the bill. 
Dr. Cornwallis, the Archbishop, too inofFensive a ‘ mail to 
give such scandal, walked out to vote at the head of the 
majority, and was followed by Bishop North, the Minister’s 
brother, who- was also waiting for the Archbishopric of 


^ Shipley, Bishop of St. Asaph, was 
at this time sixty years of age. His 
hostility against those who were for 
taldn^ extreme measures againstiithe 
Americans is supposed to have pre- 
vented his attaining any further pre- . 
ferment. His daughter raanied Sir | 
William Jones, whose harmless little 
pamphlet, ‘ Dialogue between a Gentle- 
man and a Farmer,* brought the Bishop*s 
son, the famous Dean of St. Asaph, into 
great tiibulation in 1784. For publish- 
ing this useful tract within the diocese 
of St. Asaph, the Dean was in^ted ' 


for puhlisliing a libel. It was at this 
memorable trial that Erskine made his 
glorious stand against the tyrannical 
principle that a jury was not competent 
to say wlietlier th* alleged pxiblication 
was libellous or not ; the only oflSce of 
that body bein^to pronounce on the 
fact of publication of wbat was already 
declared to bo a libel. Erskine never 
was so great as when he first fought 
for a principle which he ultimately es- 
tablished, and which honourably con- 
nected his name with the then popular 
one of Shipley.—- D. 
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York — for Dr. Drummond was dying, —and for Canter- 
bury too, when he saw the Bishop of London retired 
Lord Chatham, at the close of his speech, Went so far as 
to say that the mash was now thrown off, and arbitrary 
power openly aimed at. Lord Lyttelton answered him, 
and Lord Dartmouth, for the Court had gained both the 
most profligate and the most pious. ” Lord Temple was out 
of town. The Court, notwithstandiri^, had been able to 
mu^dr^ut twenty-five Lords to countenance so flagrant an 
act. ^ 'Jhe opponents were but seven, at the head of whom 
was the Duke of Gloucester. His Roj^al Highness had 
till now had the decency never to vote in a direct question 
against the King. It was judicious in him in so religious 
a cause to let it be seen that at least one Prince of the 
House of Hanover had the Prqtestant cause at heart.® 
Without doors the bill gave much offence, yet did 
not make half the noise that a thousand points of in,p- 
nitely less importance used to make. Many things con- 
curred to this indifference. The eyes of maiikind were 
much opened, aini there was' much less credulity both in 
Pacpist^and Protestants than in the last century, conse- 
quently their animosity was less, and zeal always increases or 
decreases in proportion to opposition. The only zealous were 
the Methodists, and their teachers were either favourers or 
copyists of Popery. Even ike Duke of Eichmond had 
been less warm against this bill than usual. His principle 
was toleration, and' even to serve the cause of his country 
he would not^ contradict his iBpinion. But the capital 
reason why the establishment of Popery in so large a 

^ This severe article appeared in the minority on Friday last. This is the 
* Public Advertiser * on this occasion : — second heinous oifenco the latter has 
“ ’Tis said that a groat personage has been guilty ol*^ the first committing 
taken an additional disgust at another matrimony^ alid now professing liimsolf 
great personage’s dividing with the 1 % F|ptastant.” 
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portion of the empire made no more noise was certainly 
this : — ’The Clergy of the Established Church, whose duty 
it was to oppose it,’ are not only too apt to connive at 
Popery when countenanced by the Crown (as they did no- 
toriously in the reigns of James I. and Charles I.), but 
were now interested both by temporal and bigoted reasons, 
which are always weighty with priests, to wink at the en- 
croachments and evil designs of the Court. The Presby- 
terians and a few of the moderate Clergy were striving to 
have the penal laws against the former mitigated, and the 
nonsensical Thirty-nine Articles not made essential to 
taking orders. Though justice and common sense de- 
manded these conscientious alleviations, the higher Clei^y 
could not bear to hear of them, and therefore took care not 
to offend a Court that favoured Popery rather than the 
Presbyterians and the conscientious. In the reign of 
James II. the English Clergy were honester men in 
all these respects, and softened towards thg Dissenters 
rather than towards the Papists. Perhaps the Presbyte- 
rians were a little like our Clergy, and would not clamour 
against Popery, hoping the King would imitate James II. 
in favour to Dissenters as well as to Roman Catholics. Eor 
the present Bench of Bishops, they had neither piety 
enough to care about their religion, sense enough to see 
the danger of the constitution, nor virtue enough, if they 
saw the danger of both, to care about either. 

There was yet another reason that weighed with the 
Bishops to fall in with the views of the Court. They had 
long sighed to erect bishoprics in America, and they 
could not doubt but, when a Popish Bishop was tolerated in 
Canada, the Crown, if predominant in that continent by the 
sword,, would establish the hierarchy there. Thus the 
war in the eyes of the Clergy became a religious war 
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against Dissenters. Vide Mr. Hollis’s Memoirs, in which it 
appears that the Archbishop, who had been bred a Presby- 
terian and died a freethinker, had* been earnest in the 
scheme of planting Episcopacy in America. 

The indifference manifested towards the bill, mentioned 
above, is ndt the worst Omen of what may be attempted. 
What may not be attempted when in one bill Parliament 
abrogates juries and establishes Popery ! Jataes II. lost 
hisifCrown for such enormities : the Prince that wears it to 
thelp^udice of that family is authorised by a free Parlia- 
ment to do what James .was expelled for doing! A 
Prince cried up* like Charles I. for his piety is as favour- 
able to Papists as Charles was and has a bench of 
Bishops as unjust to the Presbyterians, as propitious to 
Papists, as Charles had. And George HI. has an army, 
which Charles had not, and has no able and honest men to 
oppose him as Charles had. He has too a Scotch Chief 
Justice abler than Laud, though not so intrepid as Lord 
Strafford. Laud and Strafford lost their heads — Lord 
Mansfield would not lose his, for he would die of fear if 
haiweice. ia danger, of which, unfortunately, there is no 
prospect 1 This nation has had many escapes : Heaven can 
work them for us wjien there is no prospect. O Liberty, 
thou first of blessings, may Heaven preserve thee in this 
almost only country in which thou dost exist I Shall a 
Prince whose family was brought hither to defend thee — 
shall servile !Peers, venal Members of Parliament, and 
Bishops, who in this country are allowed to have the com- 
fort of posterity, sacrifice thee and their posterity for titles 
and pay that are equally a reproach to them ? A Prince 
may be punished by obtaining his own object — Despotism ; 
for no man is exposed to so much danger as an absolute 
monarch. The slaves wlTo lift the .yoke on their necks 



1774. 


PETITION AGAINST QUEBEC BILL. 


379 


deserve no pity; but the innocent unborn, the happy 
merchant and husbandman,* deseiTe compassion. The 
thought is so shocking, the prospect so gloomy, I am 
almost tempted to burn my pen and discontinue my 
Journal. — I will continue it in hopes of better day*. 

The City of London, by the influence of the Lord 
Mayor and Sheriffs, who were governed by tVilkes, voted 
a strong petition to the King not to pass the bill, in which 
they taxed him f)lainly with a breach* of his coronation 
oath if he passed it, and told him he had no right to 
the Crown but a& protector of the Protestant religion. 
When they arrived at Court, the Lord Chamberlain told 
them that, as they brought a petition against a bill that 
had passed both Houses, he could give them no answer — 
and did not. The King went immediately to the House 
of Lords, as it was the last, day of the session, passed. the 
bill, and prorogued the Parliament,® but only to the 4th 
of August, to *be ready against bad news from America. 
Those that were actually received were not entirely satis- 
factory : though General Gage had been quietly received 
at Boston, the inhabitants had assembled in Cor.’’Bil, and 
voted to invite the other colonies to unite with them in 
stopping all trade with England. 

The Court were certainly alarmed, and Lord Mansfield 
very much so. It was published in the papers that the 
King, who had received General Moyston very graciously, 
and even had the indecency to joke with him at the levee 
on his trial, had mw read the trial, and was so much 
offended at Moyston’s conduct, that he had forbidden the 
Attorney-Greneral to plead for him on his appeal for a new 

® , This was on June 22nd ; the mob the cry of * No Popeky ’ was re-echoed 
were very clamorous in his passage, from every quarter, and the noisy ex- 
“ His Majesty was much insulted in, his pressioiis of displeasure wore greater 
way to the House of Peers yesterday ; > than his Majesty ever yet heard.” 
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trial. Lord Mansfield too, wko had abolished juries in 
Quebec, now made a canting panegyric in favour of Eng- 
lish justice, on behalf of some Armenian merchants who 
had come from India to complain of Governor Varelst. So 
little spirit and address was there wanting to terrify the 
Court out 0^ their worst designs ! The whole colour of 
the reign, and glaring in the conduct of both the King and 
Lord Mansfield, was a mixture of despotism, cowardice, and 
h3|o|^isy. 

The Anti-Court party in the City had intended a pro- 
cession to affront and go before the King to the House, 
and had prepared to carry figures of the Pope and the 
Devil ; but the Government getting wind of the design, it 
was laid aside. The mob, however, was very abusive, and 
some persons, dressed at. least like gentlemen, held out 
their fists at the King, and cried’ out “ Eemember Charles 
I. ! Eemember James II. ! ” The mob /ilso cried out, 
“ Long live the Duke of Gloucester ! ” The King was so 
hurt and alarmed, that when he came to the Lords he 
trembled, he faltered, and could scarcely pronounce his 
Speeok'.«' 

On the the Duchess of Gloucester was delivered 
of a second princess.’ 

The flame against the Quebec Bill, though it offended 
all serious men, did not spread; and though the insults it 
drew on the King had been so open, they appeared rather 
to have- been raised by Wilkes than by general odium, to 
carry the election of Sherifis, which came on immediately 
after the recess of Parliament. Wilkes set up two obscure 
men, Williams and Greive ; and to excite disaffection they 
published this extraordinary advertisement ; — 


7 Caroline. This princess died Marhh 14:th, 1775.— D. 
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‘‘ To the Worthy Independent Protestant Livery of London, 
Gentlemen, jime 28. 

The favour of your Interest and Poll is most earnestly re- 
quested for 

John Williams, Esq., 

Citizen and Needle- maker, and 

George Grsive, Esq., 

Citizen and Frame-work-Knittcr, 

to be Sheriffs of this City and County of Midfllesex, for the year 
ensuing ; they being gentlemen most firmly attached to tlie princi- 
ples of our glorious and invaluable Constitution, and determined 
enemies of the Romish religion^ as now hy King and Parliament 
established. 

The numbers at the close of the poll yesterday were : 


or Jobif Williams, Esq. 

. 198 

George Greive, Esq. 

. 197 

William Plomer, Esq, 

• 579 

John Hart, Esq. . . , 

. 580 


The poll will begin this day at nine o’clock, and close at three. 

The friends of Mr. Williams and Mr. G reive are desired 
to meet this morning at ten o’clock (and every morning during 
the poll) at the Paul’s Head Tavern, Cateaton Street, in order to 
proceed from thence in a body to Guildhall to poll for these gen- 
tlemen.” 

The Court candidates were, however, .declared ; but the 
Wilkites demanded a poll, but were so much outnumbered 
that in a yerj few days Williams and Greive declined 
the poll, .and Aldermen Plomer and Hart were declared 
sheriffs. This was a great blow to Wilkes,® and showed 
how much he was fallen ; new evidence of the folly of the 
Opposition, and partly the consequence of Lord Shel- 
burne’s treachery, of which at this moment he probably 

® Crosby and Sir Watkin Lewes, his I occasion. See the ‘Public Advei-tiser ’ 
warm friends, betrayed him on this j of July 14, 1774, 
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repented, though his friend Alderman Townshend had 
embarked so deeply against Wilkes that 'he joined in sup- 
porting the Court sherifFs. Wilkes had set up these candi- 
dates, that Keynolds, his favourite agent, might be under- 
sheriff, and he be more sure of the returning officer against 
the general election. 

Accounts from Virginia that they had refused to join 
with Boston in cutting off trade with us, urging that Boston 
ha<Ab||Dken the former agreement. This was foreseen 
here, Is the islands could not subsist without trade. Go- 
vernor Gage in his speech at Boston hinted that the port 
might soon be restored to them. 

29 ^A. Died Dr. Peai'ce, Bishop of Bochester.® 


? Zachary Pearce was the son of a 
distiller in. Holborn, where ho was horn 
, in 1690. Ho passed with credit through 
Westminster School and Trinity OoUego, 
Cambridge, and had the good luck to 
find a patron in Lord Chancellor Mac- 
clesfield. So great was the influence of 
the latter that he procured the appoint- 
ment of Pearce to the rectory of St. 
Bartholomew’s, London, a/^er Br. Claget 
had kissed the hand of George I. on 
tlf3 samC^^&Jpointment. In 1748 ho 
was, to his great regret, created Bishop 
of Bangor, and six years later was 
raised, against his will, to the see of 
Rochester. A subsequent offer to ele- 
vate him to thp see of London, was at 
once and for ever declined by him. In 
his old age, this commentator on Longi- 
nus, Cicero, and Milton,%he opponent 


of Woolston, and the upholder of Water- 
land, in vain sought for permission to 
withdraw from the episcopate, “ lest ” 
(lie said) “ I might chance to outlive 
my faculties, and the church suffer by 
my infirmities.” Ho acquired a largo 
fortune by marrying the daughter of 
another Holborn distijter ; and when a 
widower and childless, Bb bequeathed 
munificently to public charity. It was 
npt in allusion to his matter but to liis 
manner that Churchill (who managed, 
when flinging mud at another man, to 
kick the Bishop also) said : — 

♦‘111 lawn he whisper'd to a sleeping crowd, 

As dull as Eoehestcr, and half as proud.” 

The Bishop had a 

the sarcasm of Clmrcliill.— D. ^ 
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Died Henry Fox, Dord Holland, lie expired easily, 
quite worn out*m mind and body. (Lord Holland left 
everything to his wife, and 400,000^.,of public money. 
She paid all the debts of her two eldest sons : so Stephen 
remained possessed of 10,000^. a year; Charles with a place 
of 600^. a year, an estate of 20()Z. and 10,000?. in money ; 
Henry, the youngest, had 20,000?. and 900?. a year. It 
was certain that Lord Holland died still much richer than^ 
he had pretended, but how much was not known. I have 
since doubted of Lord Holland’s riches ; at least, when 
his son Stephen died, it was but a moderate estate that 
came to the grandson.) 

New accounts that they had proclaimed a 'solemn Fast 
in Virginia in behalf of Boston ^ and that at' a meeting 
in Maryland they had determined an associat\p^v again,st 
trading with England, or paying their debts to us. Vide 
‘ Public Advertiser’ of July 6. 

Very treasonable papers, abusing the King, his father’s 
mother, and threatening diim with assassination for the 
Quebec Bill, were affixed at St. James’s, the Mews, and 
other public places, and on all or most of the churches in 
London.^ 


^ This epigram was printed in the 
* Public Advertiser,’ July 29. “ One of 
our raonarchs (probably not King 
George II.) is said to have been ex- 
ceedingly offended on finding the fol- 
lowing fines, written with a pencil, in 
one of the pavilions of Richmond gar- 
den. They seem intended for a 


parody of the famous epitaph upon 
King Charles, by Wilmot, Earl of 
Rochester : — 

God bless our bishop-making King ! 

But send us soon a new one. 

To do perchance a grievous thing, 

And sometimes speak a true one. 

— Merlin, 
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At the beginning of the month the Duchess of King- 
ston returned to England, on advice that the Meadowses, 
nephews of the Duke, had got proofs of her former mar- 
riage with Captain Hervey. Her lawyer, however, had 
written to warn her not to come, as he found they thought 
of^prosecuting her for bigamy. She arrived at ten at 
night, but he waited for her, and persuaded her to .de- 

at three in the morning, and at nine 
as it was said, went to her house to 

^2nd. Duke of Gloucester’s second daughter christened 
Caroline Augusta Mari,a; the Duchess herself, and tlie 
Prince and Princess of Brunswick, were sponsors. 

2Ath. Lady Holland died of an internal cancer after 
many months of dreadful sufferings. For some weeks she 
had taken 500 and 600 drops of laudanum every day. 

J 

2 When Lady Georgina Caroline had quite grown again she had mariied 
Lenox, eldest daughter of the Duke of the dashing commoner, Henry Fox. 
Eichmond, married, in 1744, Henry Fox She was the sister of Lady Sarah Lenox, 
(afterwards first Lord Holland), a man who is said to have won the young 
of rather humble descent, th* sur- affections of George III. ; and who 
prise at thq^ady’s condescension was subsequently married Sir Thomas Bun- 
ve!fy gen^ah and yet Lady Geoigina bury, and afterwards Mr. Napier. The 
was only great-granddaughter of a first Lord Holland died in his 70th year, 
natural son of Charles II., by his “ Ca- His widow was only fifty-one years 
tholic ” mistress, the French “ Duchess of age. When she cut off her eyo- 
of Portsmouth.” Her family saw with brows for the sake of Henry Fox she 
ill-will her Hieing for Henry Fox, and was only twenty-one years old, and tlio 
announced to her the coming of another lover for whom she made the temporary 
wooer; but she rendered an introduc- sacrifice was her senior by nearly a score 
tion to him impossible by previously of years I— D. 
cutting off her eyebrows. Ere they 


camp, which she did 
theL^ers of justice, 
seize her. - 
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AUGUST. 


The month opened ^dth very unpromising news from 
America. The assembly at Boston was very firm, and, 
declaring against making composition* for the teas, was 
dissolved by General Gage. So waj that of New Hamp- 
shire by Governor Wentworth. Several towns entered 
into a scyliemn league and covenant not to trade with Great 
Britain, unless the majority of the colonies should think it 
necessary. General Gage issued a proclamation against 
this covenant, declaring it illegal and hostile. At New 
York they burnt the efliigies of Lord North, Wedderburii, 
and Governor Hutchinson ; but what was more to their 
purpose, they persuaded 500 of the new landed soldiers to 
desert, an event that had been foretold here. On this it 
was resolved to send over more regiments. 

I must interrupt the events of the year to rcten to Ahe 
affairs of the Duke and Duchess of Gloucester, They 
were exceedingly embarrassed in their affairs and greatly in 
debt. On the 27th of January the Duchess sent for me, 
and told me the Duke had ordered her to speak to me on 
their situation ; that he intended to apply to Parliament ; 
but she expressed herself so mysteriously that I did not 
clearly understand whether his Eoyal Highness proposed 
to ask for a settlement on her or for an additional income 
for himself — I thought the latter, and spoke only on that. 
She added, that the Duke wished I would prevail on the 
Duke of Kichmond to move it. I was much struck with 
the extreme impropriety of so ill-advised a measure, that 

VOL. I. 2 c 
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was totally hopeless of success, and that only could tend to 
widen the breach, and draw a parliamentary approbation 
of the King’s rigour. I saw it would draw ruin on the 
Duchess herself; and I loved the Duke of Kichniond too 
well to embark him in a step that would not only be a 
personal affront to the King, but would be universally con- 
demned, and thence become universally ridiculed. I told 
the D^^chess I would certainly obey the Duke and acquaint 
tfeel I^ke of Eiclimond, but that I must beg leave to 
exphesl'^ my total disapprobation of a measure that I saw 
would prove so fatal to both their Royal Highnesses. I 
said, I had always and Would always dissuade ajjy hostile 
steps in the Duke towards his Majesty ; and that in the 
present case I must remonstrate how highly improper it 
would be to apply for increase of income to Parliament, 
before the application had been made to the King; and 
that, in one word, I thought the Duke ought, previous to 
all other conduct, to ask his Majesty’s pardon. “The 
King,” continued I, “ is not only. Madam, his Royal High- 
ness’s King, but elder brother, and I advise nothing but 
wfeat I jaapld practise. I would not submit to ask pardon 
of ?my other man living, but of my brother ; and you hnoio, 
Madam, that I have asked pardon of your father, when he 
has been the person in the wrong, only because he is my 
elder brother. I would have the* Duke ask the King’s 
pardon, and then entreat the Bench of Bishops to be media- 
tors, and urge to his Majesty’s piety the duties of forgive- 
ness and reconciliation. You know, Madam, that what I 
say is not from affection or to pay my court ; but when 
the Duke does me the honour to consult me, I must and 
will give him my opinion freely and honestly.” The 
Duchess tooh what I said in good part, but did not seem 
to think the Duke would take my advice. At night, 
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having well considered the affair, I wrote her the following 
letter, in hopes ’that it would open the Duke s eyes on the 
imprudence of his plan, when he saw how very strong the 
arguments were against it ; — 

Madam, 

The most proper mark of respect that I can show to the 
Duke or to your Royal Highness on a subject of such momentous 
importance, is to use as few w'ords as possible. I am not wise 
enough to advise, much less to decide upon* it, nor do I know a 
man in England who I think could advise tlie Duke upon it with 
good ejffect. All I can do is to suggest what comes into my mind 
on the most intent thought and coolest reflection ; submitting my 
sentiments with the utmost deference to his Royal Highness’s 
judgment. 

No man living has a higher opinion of the Duke of Richmond’s 
unequalled honour and integrity than I have. I respect his spirit 
and abilities, and am as sure as I can be of anything that he is 
incapable of an unworthy action. Still 1 should not recommend 
him for the mover, if the question is resolved upon. The Duke of 
Richmond* is particularly unwelcome to his Majesty ; and the 
measure will be thought the more hostile if proposed by his 
Grace. 

The question itself seems to me most unlikely of success. The 
Ministers will plead that when the King, however iiec^ssiLous, dbes 
not ask for an increase of income, from the present distressed 
situation of the country, it cannot be reasonable to augment the 
revenue of his brothers. An increase of the King’s own revenue 
might be supposed to include the charge of his own children ; but 
an addition to that of his brothers would not lessen the burthen of 
his own issue. And it would infallibly be urged that so numerous 
a progeny as his Majesty’s makes it imprudent to establish a 
precedent of such large revenues fof each Prince of the Royal 
Family. ‘ 


^ In all the previously printed copies 
of this letter, instead of “ the Duke of 
Bichmond,” we have “the Duke of 

K- evidently a*tftistake of the 

printer, for B. All Walpole’s editors 


have overlooked the error, although the 
writer of the letter was concluding his 
paragraph with reference to the same 
man and the Same matter with which it 
was commenced.— D. 

2 c 2 
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In any case, so great is the power of the Crown, and so imamous 
the servility of Parliament, that there cannot be the shadow of hope 
that an increase could be* obtained for the* two Royal Dukes against 
the King’s inclination. 

But a question moved and lost, as undoubtedly this would be, 
could only make his Royal Highness’s case worse, if possible, than 
it is at present. His Royal Highness’s father, though Heir-apparent 
to an old King, could not obtain an .increase of income, when 
parties ran high, and were almost equally divided. His Royal 
Highness the Duke of Gloucester can hold out neither hopes 
nor r^a|^s ; and id the very low ebb of Opposition, would 
obtain^scayce any support. When so few pay common respect 
by waiting on him, though not discountenaiiccd for it, w'ould 
they vote for him ? no, not all that now pay their duty to 
him. 

The question moved and lost would change the state of the case 
to his Royal Highness’s disadvantage. His treatment may now be 
thought hard. When he should have had recourse to Opposition, 
which a parliamentary application would be called, the courtiers 
would term it a hostile measure, and thus claim a sanction for their 
servility, by affecting to support offended Majesty. 

The King himself would then too plead that he only acted by 
the opinion of Parliament, who did not think ■ it reasonable to 
increase the income of the two Princes. And the most moderate 
M^nisters^jyL^-ny such there are, who may have wished a reconcilia- 
tion between the King and his brothers, will then oppose it, as 
concluding that, by voting against them, they have made the two 
Royal Dukes their personal enemies. 

Thus every door to a reconciliation in the Royal family would 
be shut, and no advantage gained. On the contrary, his Royal 
Highness would only let the world know how few friends stand by 
him. When so few even of the Opposition wait on him, I doubt 
whether they would be hoarder friends to his interest. 

These seem to me insurmountable difficultlea It is still more 
arduous for me to chalk out an alternative. 

I presumed to tell your Royal Highness, Madam, when you first 
mentioned this great point to me, that I thought the first step in 
wisdom to be taken was to engage the favour of mankind to the 
Duke’s cause by showing he had done everything rather than act 
in what might be called a hostile manner. His Royal Highness 
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will, I flatter myself, forgive me, if I use even an improper term. 
Will it be too free-spoken in so important a moment to say, that, 
previous to an application to Parliament, which should in prudence 
be the last resort, it would recommend even that application if the 
Duke could show he had tried every method of softening his 
Majesty’s displeasure ? Nobody knows so well as his Iloyal 
Highness how to mix dignity with propriety. Could not his Royal 
Highness, Madam, blend those two in a representation of his 
youthful error, of his concern for having afflicted an aflectlonate 
brother and King, of tenderness for a wife and a sweet little 
iiinocent 1 rinccss, calling on his Majesty’s ])iety for forgiveness, 
and by touching his heart on his omi conjugal and partjiital affec- 
tions ; and above ail by stating his own anxious cares on the 
incertitude of the fate of persons so dear to him as your Iloyal 
Highness and the infant Princess his daughter! These, Madam, 
are noble motives, and would justify a tender and Iraternal appli- 
cation to his SJajesty’s heart, and would distress it far difterently 
from a question in PaiTiamcht. They would engage the com- 
passion of the disinterested world ; and in the last resort would 
coiToboratc in the strongest manner all arguments in Parliament, 
where it would certainly be asked if his Royal Highness liad used 
any intercession with the King his brother. When the Duke had 
tried all other methods in vain, such application would not be con- 
d(imned : and the preference of all softer methods first would 
redound to his Royal Highness’s honour. 

Having said this much, Madam, 1 think my conscience and duty 
oblige me to add, that I think it indispensably incumbent on those 
who have the honour to be related to* your Ptoyal Highness to give 
you no advice but such as may tend to repair the breaches which 
the Duke’s tenderness for you has occasioned in the Royal Family. 
The good of his Royal Highness calls on you and on us to consult 
his welfare in the first instance. You have always told me how 
desirous you are of sacrificing yourself for him. I know the up- 
rightness of your heart. Madam, and 1 know you spoke truth. 
Advise him to whatever is most for his benefit and credit. Do 
your duty by him, and trust to a just God for reward. In the 
presence of that God I have given you the best advice in my 
power. I am sure I have not displeased you by my free- 
tioin : 1 hope I have not offended his Royal Highness ; but 
I declare on my conscferice and honour that I know not w^hat 
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better advice to give, and I sign it ivith my name, as the firm 
opinion of 


Januaiy 27th, 1774. 


Madam, 

Your Royal Highness’s most faithful 
and devoted humble servant, 
Hoeaoe Walpole. 


To this letter I received no answer. The next time I 
saw ^e|f)uchess she told me she had given the Duke the 
lettef, v^o said I had mistaken the affair, and he would 
explain it to me. This intimated that he meant to ask a 
provision for her and the child, rathet than for himself — 
yet my arguments were equally good against both ; and 
though the Duke never said a word to me on the business 
more, it was plain he thought so too, for he laid aside his 
design. I believe, however, that he did not like my free- 
dom, thqugh for some time he treated me with more regard. 
I showed the letter to the Duke of Richmond, who entirely 
agreed with my sentiments, and had no mind to be made 
the instrument, for he knew even his own friends. Lord 
Rockingham and the Cavendishes, would not have sup- 
ported him in the motion, which would have left him single 
in a wrongheaded measure, though he said he would obey 
if the Duke, of Gloucester insisted on it. But the latter 
did not attempt it farther, knowing he was riot likely to 
persuade the Duke of Richmond against my opinion. I 
had wished his Royal Highness would write such a letter 
to the King as I had suggested ; but he was too haughty to 
stoop. Still he did not drop the plan of a provision for the 
Duchess and her children, and in the beginning of May, 
desiring Lord Rochford to notify to the King that the 
Duchess expected to be brought to bed in less than two 
months, he added his request ‘that a provision might be 
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made for her and his children ; adding, that he did not 
desire an immediate answer. Accordingly he received 
none in a week, and then a very cold and evasive message. 
“ Then,” said the Duke angrily, “ I must take care of my- 
self.” Lord Eochford replied, “ Your Eoyal Highness did 
not go so far as this last year.” “ No,” said the Duke, 
“ I had a mind to save the King’s credit, but, seeing he 
does not, I must.” Lord Eochford, in a fright, said he 
hoped his Eoyal Highness would not sfpply to Parliament. 
“ No,” said the Duke, “ I am not going directly to Parlia- 
ment, but I will see what friends I have.” Even this 
threlit terrified, and the next time they met in the House of 
Lords Lord Eochford told the Duke he had been in such 
distress the last time he spoke to his Eoyal Highness,* that 
he had forgot half his message, and that the King had 
ordered him to say he had not yet thought of his own 
children. On this opening, the Duke sent for Lord Eoch- 
fbrd to his own palace, and said, he did not put his children 
on a foot with the King’s, they would certainly be taken 
care off “ So will your Eoyal Highness’s,” interrupted 
Lord Eochford. “Yes,” said the Duke, “ very shabbily ; 
but tell the King I ask it.” Lord Eochford returned with 
answer, that the King, woidd have nothing to do with the^n. 
The Duke, justly provoked at so brutal an answer, replied 
with spirit, “ This is manly — hut I will try what I can do, 
though I know it will not succeed.” Lord Eochford, who 
again executed but half his message, had been commis- 
sioned, after bullying, to pacify with hopes, possibly to de- 
ceive with hopes not meant to be realized. He added then, 
that he had spoken to Lord North of himself ; and that the 
latter had told him the King could go on no longer himself 
without money, and whenever he asked it for himself he 
could not avoid mentioning his brothers ; and that he (Lord 
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North) looked on the Duke’s children as children of the 
Drown, and that they must be provided 'for. This was 
exactly the spirit of the Court, to do injustice and endeavour 
to soften it with declarations and promises. 

At this very time the Duke tasted of the King’s deter- 
mination to persecute him when he dared. Sir W. 
Meredith, one of the Duke’s particular friends, probably 
to debauch him from the Duke as well as from patriotism, 
had enrolled in the Court with a white stick. He 
was to have been a Commissioner of ^he Treasury ; but 
as George Onslow, one of that board, had been suffered 
to go to Gloucester House, they could not prohibit Sir 
W. Meredith, if in the same station, and therefore they 
made him Comptroller, and then forbad him, as a domestic 
servant of the King, to go to the Duke. Some said, Sir 
William officiously asked whether he might go thither, 
and was told not. He himself said he received orders 
from Lord Eochford; however, he still professed strong 
attachment to the Duke, and took all opportunities of 
speaking to the Duke in public ; but if he had bad that 
attachmeiitf he would not have deserted him at all. Poor 
George Onslow made a still , worse figure. On hearing 
of Sir William’s prohibition, he, though connived at, 
took panic, qnd sent the Duke an excuse for waiting on 
him no more. When interest and servility were so gross, 
was I in the wrong to counsel the Duke not to hope 
anything from Parliament, where dirt was most glaring ? 

General George Howard, and John Blaquiere, Secretary 
of the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, were created Knights 
of the Bath. Neither were men .of any parts. The latter 
had exercised a successful ministry, being the acting agent 
for dispensing the sums which were requisite to regain the 
willing proselytes whom Lord'Towjishend’s absurdities 
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had unwillingly driven into Opposition. Ireland was once 
more tranquilliied ; but grew a heavy burthen on the 
Government, fordt is impossible to corrupt men, and keep 
them moderate. When all men took money, it was not 
easy to find money enough. If that fails, recourse must 
be had to the army, and d:he King, Lord Mansfield, and 
the Scotch, seem to be preparing against that necessity. 
The experiment is begun in America. 

The accounts from America continued unfavourable. 
The Bostonians, on being threatened, grew more zealous 
to take the solemn League and Covenant; and the spirit 
of breaking off commerce with England seemed to spread 
in the other colonies. General Gage in his private letters 
encouraged the Ministers to be firm, and that, if they 
would be so, they would prevail. 

16^/i. Advice came of peace being concluded between 
the Russians and Turks. It was said to be occasioned 
by the whole Turkish army, consisting of 140,000 men, 
refusing to fight.^ 

29#A. Died Thomas, the new Lord Lyttelton, who had 
surprised the world with the badness of his .-heart, and 
with the dazzling facility of his eloquence ; and who had 
not had time to show Avhether his parts were sound and 
deep, nor whether the reformation he had but partially 


^ This was not the case. Suwarrow 
defeated the Turks, 25,000 strong, in 
fair fight at Kozlidje, and the Eussians 
then advanced upon Shumla, where 
tlie 8000 men under the Grand Vizier 
were in a state of disorganization. The 
peace which followed, as eagerly de- 
sired by the Eussians as the Turks, 
gave renown to the famous treaty of 
Kainardji. The Turks had commenced 
the war in order to assist Poland ; but 
in the treaty the Poles were not once 
mentioned. By the terms of the treaty, 
Euasia acquired great extent of terri- 
tory, and ample opportunity, whenever 


it suited her, to embroil Turkey by 
questioning the inteipretation of clauses 
left purposely obscure. Tljis cliurac- 
teristic shuffling did not altogether 
succeed. It led to those future felonious 
acts on the part of the Czar which 
wore chastised by the Turkish triumph 
over the Muscovites at Oltenitza, by 
the disgraceful repulse suffered at Silis- 
tria, by the humiliation at Eupatoria, 
by the destruction of Sebastopol, and 
by the premature death of Nicholas, 
whose heart broke, before all the disas- 
ters enumerated had descended on his 
head. — B.v 
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aifected since ^ his father’s death was sincere, or only the 
momentary effort of very marked ambition. Nothing 
had given it the colours of shame. Tl« Bishops, whose 
prostitution he had defended, would no doubt hawe given 
him absolution.® 

Great variance between the* Emperor and the King 
as Elector of Hanovar, on the latter siding with the King 
of Prussia, and traversing him, as the Emperor said, in 
Geri^an^. 

Ldrd^Mansfield went to Paris, on a visit, as he pre- 
tended, to his nephew Lord Stormont," our ambassador 
there, probably to endeavour a nearer alliance with France 
in our present situation, the diflSculties in the colonies 
increasing, and the power of the Emperor with his sister 
the Queen of France threatening us. Such kings and 
such ministers as ours were apt to court France when 
they meditated subversion of the Constitution at home. 
Lord Mansfield might wish to fathom the new views of 
the French Court, having lost there a congenial subvertcr 
of the government of a country. Lord Mansfield cer- 
tamly set out very privately, and tried both at Dover and 
Calais to pass by the name of Dr. Murray, but so many 
persons knew him that he found it impossible. I mention 
it only as a, conjecture; but who can doubt but Lord 
Mansfield went to endeavour to persuade the French 
Court not to interfere in our differences with America? 
to procure which he might promise all submission on our 
part to other views of France. It was the very conduct 
which Charles II. and James II. had held. That very 

3 There was no truth in the report of to his first cousin and intimate friend. 
Lord Lyttelton being dead; nor was it Captain Ayscough, with an account of 
a mere accidental rumour, but a false- his will, and of a large legacy to that 
hood propagated by himself. He had cousin. This he afterwards pretended 
made his own steward send the news, to have done to try his cousin's afiec- 
in the name of his sister Lady Valentia, tion. [H& died in 1779.— D.] 
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embassy of Lord Mansfield might confirm France in her 
design of supporting the Americans^ as the more we 
feared it the more we should hear of it. 

It is now time to say a few words of the new French 
monarclf Louis XVL ; but this must be deferred to the 
end of the year, for at the latter end of September an 
extraordinary step was taken, which will very properly 
sevve as an introduction to a new period. The share I 
took in the consequences, and the characters of some of 
the actors, will not only not be foreign to the matter, but 
illustrate it. 
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I WAS at Strawberry Hill, almost desponding of the liberty 
of this country, from the abandoned profligacy and indif- 
ferent <|| every higher order of men, and from the great 
stride^wlbich the Court, grown presumptuous on such 
passive obedijpnce, had lately taken. I raw no chance of 
a free spirit ^arising, unless in America, and the accounts 
thence did not make me sanguine.. The colonies had 
appointed a general meeting on the 3rd of this month, 
to consider of measures that might oblige this country 
to revoke its arbitrary and penal laws against Boston ; 
but there seemed more caution, diffidence, and irresolution 
in their councils than warm patriotism ; and it was much 
to be apprehended that Scotch governors, interested mer- 
chants, and local necessities^ would defeat unanimity. 
Tliey professed great loyalty,* which might be equivocal, 
and copied from the Parliament of 1641, for indeed many 
of the colonists were Puritans and republicans ; but the 
(lovernment here affected to publish assurances that they 
would submit, denied the desertion of the troops,^ did send 
no reinforcements, and asserted that the American mer- 
chants were providing themselves with such quantities of 
English commodities, to supply themselves during the 
contingent non-importation, that this country would be 


^ Soldiers are always tempted to de- i 
serfc, but do seldom in Englajxd, because j 
it is an island, and they cannot easily 
escape to any other protection. The 
wide continent of America was more, 
nay quite, seenre for deserters ; and as 


the colonics would naturally tempt 
them with the offer of settlements, it 
could scarce be doubted but they would 
prefer such emoluments to fighting 
against their countrymen. 
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little aftected by it from such anticipation. They also 
hardily maintained that all the unfavourable accounts in 
the public papers were coined here By Dr. Franklin “ or 
Wilkes, With so little hopes, and amidst such carelessness 
in the public, I determined to remain quiet in the country, 
awaiting the issue of this contest, but ready to give any 
assistance in my power if a dawn of spirit should appear. 
I should mention that, when I broke off almost all my 
political connections, I had still had, the precaution to 
keep up a very sure and excellent channel of intelligence. 
It was from that source that, in the midst of this political 
slumber, I received certain information, on the 

* 

that the Parliament was to be suddenly dissolved' 
in four days, viz. on October 1st, and the new writs 
immediately issued — a step indeed hardly premature, for 
interest was openly making in all parts, even in Scotland, 
though from interested not party motives 'there. My 
father. Sir Robert Walpole, had been advised by jBishop 
Sherlock, after his triumphant defeat of the motion for 
removing him in 1740, to take advantage of his popularity 
and choose a new Parliament a year before the^term ; hut 
he, too brave, and too secure, and- averse to measures of 
authority, slighted the advice, and fell by not taking it. 
Mr. Pelham, much more timid, but really more secure by 
the quietness of the times, imitated the advice afterwards 
to disappoint 'Frederick Prince of Wales, and succeeded. 
The Marquis of Rockingham was likewise advised in 1766 
to take the same step, in order to remove Lord Bute’s 
creatures, and secure a strong party in a new Parliament, 


^ Br, Franklin after his disgrace re- did stay hero ; the Ministry assorted it 
mained in England, giving out that it was to spread the flame here, depending 
was to prove that he did not go to , on the colonies and his friends there for 
America to inflame the contention, and j keeping up the spirit, 
he even talked of going to 5taly, but 
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even in ease he himself should soon be removed. But 
Lord Rockingham, and that Administration, would do 
nothing that had eVin the air of being irregular, and lost 
the moment of securing a set of men in Parliament who 
would be true to the constitution. Unhappy delicacy ! I 
knew that Lord Mansfield this very spring had repeated 
the same advice to the Kipg ; but Lord North, really I 
beliwe from having no bad intentions, and from his indo- 
lenc^ #iich prompted him to keep off so much trouble, 
resisted,' and prevented' the dissolution then. I knew too 
that Lord Gower had lately renewed the advice to dissolve 
to Lord Suffolk,® and he to the King j and since that, I 
had made observation that at the lsi§t prorogation of the 
Parliament no mention had been made as usual, when 
adjourned to November, that it was then to sit for busi- 
ness. I did not doubt my intelligence, and these I guessed 
were the reasons: — 1st. Very arbitrary measures to be 
taken .against America. 2nd. The pressing cry of the 
King’s debts, and his eagerness for an addition to his 
revenue, which could not with a shadow of decency be 
piioposed in the last and shortest session of a Parliament, 
and when most of the members must be absent in securing 
their re-elections. 3rd. A probability of a war with France, 
Spain, or the Emperor, during which it was never safe to 
have the nation distracted with the disturbances, drunken- 
ness, and thoughtlessness of a general election. The King 


® Lord North, who was avorse to the 
demand of an additional royal revenue, 
and only retained his post till some of 
the great Exchequer places should 
fall, and he could secure them for hia 
children, might wish to protract the 
approach of a new Parliament, when he 
must make the demand ; and if he 
should be so fortunate to secure one of 
those places, he might quit the Admi- 


nistration withdut the odium of having 
increased the revenue. I knew, too, 
that Lord Gower was ambitious of 
being First Minister himself, and the rest 
of ’ the Bedfords were jealous of Lord 
North. By giving this advice Lord 
Gower pleased i£e King and Lord 
Mansfield, the real Prime Minister ; and 
should it miscarry, Lord North would 
be the victim. 
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of* Spain, from the time we had bpllied him when King of 
Naples, ‘ and fr4)m his ill-success in the late war, had 
retained an invincible aversion to England. He was now 
meditating an invasion of Portugal, and probably of us, 
if we should support Portugal. He had lately called on 
the new King of France for support, agreeably to the 
Family Compact. France had answered coolly, though not 
refusing. As for the Emperor, he was very angry at this 
time with the King as Elector of , Hanover. 4th. I 
apprehended that Lor<J Mansfield might be gone to Paris 
to negotiate some treaty pernicious to this country, which 
his timid foresight would know it was more prudent to 
have ratified by a new Parliament than by an expiring one. 
I no sooner got to London than I discovered that, if all 
these were ingredients in the dissolution, at least there 
had been two others that had prompted adoption of the 
measure with so much rashness, that, between Lord North’s 
indolence and the shortness of the time, the Administra- 
tion had not taken full precautions to secure several re- 
elections. They had no candidates ready to set up for 
either Westminster .or Middlesex, though, a%r all t^e 
King had suffered from the latter, it was amazing that 
county had not b^en the first provided for. The two rea- 
sons I hinted at were these The advices from America, 
though industriously concealed, were so bad, that great 
clamour was foreseen from the American merchants and 


^ Of the two sons of Philip of Anjou 
who, after the War of Succession, was 
acknowledged in 1713, by all the 
powers of Europe, as King of Spain, 
the elder, Ferdinand VI., succeeded 
him in that title at' Philip’s dea^. 
In tho . last-named year, that of the 
Treaty of IJtrecht, Spain surrendered 
Sicily to Victor Amadeus, Duke of 
Savoy. Seven years later the Duke 
gave up Sicily for the island of Sar- 


dinia, which had long been a Spanish 
possession. The second son of Philip 
of Anjou (Charles) subsequently be- 
came King of the Two Sicilies ; and, 
on the death of his brother Ferdinand, 
obfeuned the crown of Spain as Charles 
III. He made over the Crown of the 
Two Sicilies, or Naples, to his tliird 
son, Ferdinand, who thus founded tho 
younger reigning branch of Bourbon, 
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trading towns in particular. The Illinisters did not doubt 
but that clamour would be adopted by the Opposition and 
by Wilkes as the H^ry to influence the future elections ; 
and they knew, from experience of past times, that in the 
last session of a Parliament the Court loses many votes 
even of its friends, who then are forced to please their 
constituents by voting against any unpopular measures. 
The other reason was, that a meeting had already been 
heid|p^^ilkes’s fijiends, for the re-nomination of him and 
Serjeanfr Glynn to serve the county ; and both the candi- 
dates had subscribed and sworn to a set of articles which 
they were to endeavour to obtain by Act of Parliament, 
the most striking of which was the repeal of the late 
Boston and Quebec Bills. The Court apprehended that 
this list would be adopted in most other places of election, 
and hurried to dissolve the Parliament to prevent it, which 
could scarce be executed before a new and capital obstacle 
arose before their eyes. Mr. Grenville's hill, of which I 
have said so much in the l^eginning of this volume, now 
hung out all its terrors. They who had not been pre- 
pared did jiot dare to kurry down to 4;heir boroughs laden 
with money. The least barefaced bribery would vacate 
their seats — and a new method of corruption had not yet 
been invented, from the want of foresight of its being so 
soon necessary. If money was no longer to decide the 
choice, courtiers and placemen had the worst chance of 
being popular. Either the country gentlemen who live 
nearer, and more with their electors, were most likely to 
succ^, or noisy factious candidates. England had not 
much the better prospect from this change of scene. 
Country gentlemen were either Tori^, or lulled asleep by 
threats of the Court, by the little care taken by the Whig 
Opposition to open their eyes,‘or lipble to be seduced by 
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the clergy, in general favourers of the Court, Factiou.s 
candidates would probably be poor, and thence easily to 
be corrupted. In fact, the Court flattered itself that, how- 
ever ill several elections might go, they .should still be 
able to buy the members themselves, though they were 
restrained from buying the electors. TKe dissolution 
happened very unluckily just now from the peculiar bad- 
ness of the season. September, commonly the dryest 
month of the year, had been incessantly raining. The 
floods were out, and, though most* of the wheat was in, 
the barley and bats were rotting on the ground ; and as 
there was not a fair day till October, when the weather 
mended, all attention would be diverted from the harvest 
to elections. 

For my own particular, I was soon struck with the 
interests of my friend General Conway. He had been 
chosen for Thetford by the Duke of Grafton, not only 
from Lady Hertford’s being the Duke’s aunt,® but by their 
political connection when Ministers. I have formerly 
given an account of the prejudices sown in the Duke’s 
mind against him by his mistress ^at the iustigatiow of 
Kigby. They were augmented by his new Duchess’s 
family, w]|jen he had married a niece of the Duchess of 
Bedford.® The poverty of the Duke’s parts and virtues 
was ill-suited to the abilities and integrity of Cfonway ; and 
when the Duke bad stooped to be an insignificant part of 
an Administration of which he had been the most insuffi- 
cient head, and had even abandoned that signal act of his 
joint Administration, the repeal of the Stamp Act, his 
and Conway’s politics diflPered as much as their morality.' 

m 

® Isabella, youngest daughter of Henry. 

Charles Fitzroy, second Duke of Graf- ® Consult index, ‘Memoirs of George 

ton, and sister of LorcJ Augustus III.’ — D. 

Fitzroy, father of Duke Augustus. 

VOL. I. 2d 
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Indeed, it is just to tbe Duke to say tkat he was partly 
excusable and partly had cause of dissatisfaction. Though 
he had joined with Lord Rockinghanj in repealing tbe 
Stamp Act, the tea duty, which prOvoked the outrages 
of the Bostonians, had been laid during his own Adminis- 
tration ; yet fie had not the sense to make this excuse 
which I make for him, but sunk into the common tacit 
acquiescence of those who had for places deserted their 
American principles.*! Conway had boldly adhered to them, 
andiie|psarily had voted differently from the Duke, who 
had «r<^^t him into Parliament, and ev4n on the Royal 
Marriage Bill, on which Conway could plead no former 
agreement with the Duke. His Grace seemed, however, 
to excuse this defection with much generosity — which 
generosity proved to have been only an inability of 
revenge at the time. I, who knew the Duke and the 
Bedfords better, did not doubt but I should now see the 
winding up of his Grace’s forgiveness. Yet some circum- 
stances might stagger me a little. His Grace, though the 
dissolhtion had been talked of, had* not dropped a hint of 
intending to" elect Mi;, Conway no more. He had even in 
the spring, on the death of the other member, Mr. Drum- 
mond, chosen his first cousin. Lord Peterham^|for Thet- 
ford, with a declaration that he would not be bound for- the 
ensuing Parliament; and this salvo Lord Hertford had 
interpreted so favourably to Mr, Conway, that he had 
ordered Lady Hertford to thank her nephew fiir it« But 
if this omen was good, an augur so quick-sighted for a 
friend as I, saw one at least as unpropitious, and more to 
be depended upon, as adapted to the entrails of the beast I 

\ 

1 Eldest son of W. Stanliopo, second Duke of (Jrafton* and sister pf Lord 
Earl of Harrington, by Lady Caroline Augustus, fether of Duke Henry. 
Eitzroy, eldest daughter of Charles 
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inspected. Mr. Conway was at this time absent in Ger- 
many ; ahd the Duke of Grafton was not such a hero but 
I concluded he would like better to do a hurt to an absent 
man than to his face. Generosity would have bidden him 
re-elect Conway, from the very circumstance of his absence 
and ignorance of the conjecture, when he could not seek a 
new seat for himself. The Duke might plead intention of 
notifying to Conway, before the general election, that he 
must provide himself with anotlier l/brough ; and as the 
Duke was not privy to the dissolution, it could not strictly 
oblige him to re-elect Conway, when he had intended the 
contrary. Another promise too dispensed with him, and 
the danger of losing another borough.* • Yet when he made 
that promise was the just season for acquainting Conway ; 
and though the Duke might have had all these excuses, 
he contrived to prove that he or his instigators had 
meant that his revenge could not be bounded by casting 
off Conway himself, but went to shutting him entirely out 
of Parliament. A proceeding so unlike a gentleman, that 
one would think his Grace imagined Mr, Conway woul3[ 
never return to j-esent it. 

The total exclusion was what, I concluded immediately, 
was intended^ It certainly was, I had reason to think so ; 
and yet the confidence in my own sagacity' made me turn 
every circumstance so entirely to that point, that it equally 
misled my judgment and my passions, and hurried the 
latter into very extraordinary lengths, hurting Mr. Conway, 
as I often did, by giving my enemies opportunities of 
wounding him, that they might wound me: a reflection, 
* that constantly made me as eager to indemnify him, and 
punish them, in both which I had hitherto succeeded, and 
soon saw a prospect of succeeding again. 


® Bury. 


2 D 2 
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I immediately wrote to Lord Hertford, earnestly pressing 
him to sound the Duke of Grafton on his brother’s^tuation 
immediately, and telling him, if the Duke was adverse, 
fhat I depended on his finding a borough for his brother : 
but thinking him in Suffolk, as he was, I ordered the 
servant to deliver the letter to Lady Hertford, who was 
warmer in zeal, and had more weight with her nephew 
than her husband had. I also wrote to Lady Ailesbury 
to insist on Lady ' Hertford’s despatching a messenger 
imme^alpily, which shfe did. On Thursday, the 29th, I 
went to town myself, and the first thing 1 saw was Rigby 
at the Duchess of Grafton’s, who lay in ; and the next I 
heard that he had sent the Duke notice of the dissolution 
on the 27th. This told me I had guessed right. At 
night at Lady Hertford’s the surprise was great that I 
had learnt the dissolution a day sooner than many of 
the Ministers or than all Londofi, for Lady Ailesbury, 
whom I had not warned to keep the secret, had divulged 
it, and I alone was quoted for making it public. Lady 
Hertford had been intrusted with it but an hour before 
iny*’messengt3r arrived, by Colonel Keene,® |)y Lord North’s 
permission. Colonel Keene took me aside, and with much 
importance questioned me about it. As I knew and was 
prepared for his curiosity, instead of being angry at his 
taking so much liberty, I laughed it off, and said I had 


® Colonel James Whitslred Keene 
was an Trish oiftoer of no fortune, and 
had served in Portugal. He then went 
to Paris, and attached himself to 
’Stephen Pox, but soon became ac- 
quainted with Lord Hertford, then 
ambassador, became his master of the 
horse, by degrees his intimate de- 
pendent, and was made by him secre- 
tary to the Lord Chamberlain. He 
.married a homely maiden-sister of Lord 
'Dartmouth, and, by the marriage of 


their father and mother, a kind of 
sister of Lord North. He had very 
little sense, but was % great politician, 
and, by no bashfulness in asking ques- 
tions, screwed himself into being much 
tmstod by Lord North, which hurt 
them both in the estunation of man- 
kin^ though Colonel Keene’s faults 
were owing to his head, not his heart. 
Ho was made one of the Board of 
Trade. 
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a great esteeirf for Mr. Conway’s character. This, Lady 
Hertford thought looked well, and ‘I ill. - Fitzroy came 
in, just setting out for Bury. He said Mr. Conway should, 

, before he went abroad, have asked the Duke to bring him 
in again, and that the Duke had mentioned his silence 
with surprise. Lady Hertford said it was delicacy in 
Mr. Conway. She told Fitpoy he must tell his brother 
to send a positive answer directly ; it would be unhand- 
some behaviour to ^ keep it in* suspense; yet the answer 
nev»r came till Monday the 3rd, when Fitzroy was gone. 
La(%’ Hertford and I talked on what could be done for 
Mr, Conway, if the Duke should not choose him. She 
said her Lord had no seat but Oxford and Coventry for 
his own three sons, and could not prefer his brother to 
them. To this I said not a word ; it was not decent for 
me to propose it, and yet I thought Mr. Conway of much 
more consequence than the two ypunger sons, who never 
spoke in Parliament. She said her Lord could ask Lord 
North to bring in General Conway, thoug];^ she fancied 
all boroughs were full. To this likewise I made no 
answer, knqwing Mr. Conway would not like to be brought 
in by the Minister. * She was displeased I would not 
speak ; at last I said it was too to say anything 

between two brothers. She started, and cried it was not 
between two brothers, they were one ; that we all thought 
alike ; and pressed me to speak, but I would say nothing 
else, for I was persuaded Lord Hertford would drop his 
brother, .who would take it ill, and then it would certainly 
be an affair between two brothers. We parted both dis- 
satisfied. 

Lady Hertford * was an extraordinary person. She had 

®^Iiady lsal>ena Fitzroy, youngest 1 of Grafton, by a daughter of the Puhe 
daughter of//harles, the second Duke | of Beaufcfft. She was married very 
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been very beautiful, but never gallant; of strong passions, 
but they centered in her own family ; proud of her birth 
and rank, yet void of all pride in her behaviour, which 
was simple and natural. Her temper was uneasy, though 
infinitely good-natured and forgiving; her mind uncul- 
tivated, but full of strong sense, particularly on emer- 
gencies, when her reasoning was exquisitely close and 
just, even when most disturbed with anger. Though 
naturally timid and nervous, she had an heroic fortitude 
when the lives or persons, the iiltgrests or characters, of 
her family were, at stake ; on those occasions she always 
•presented herself to ward danger from them. Yet she 
was without pretensions, and in common occurrences no 
woman was more a woman. Her own interest or applause 
to herself seemed to her contemptible. She was a heroine 
without knowing it, and scorned to be a philosopher. 

From her I went tq, Lady Ailesbury,* of a very dif- 
ferent character. She too had been extremely handsome, 
and preserved her beauty much longer. She was mild, 
gentle, and of a temper unsusceptible of strong, at least of 
lasting^ impressions. She had read much, yras fond^ of 
music, and had a wonderful genius for needlework. She 
seldom thought on politics, and understood them less; 
nor, though she lived in the happiest union with her 


young to Francis Seymour Conway, 
second I^ord Conway, afterwards Earl 
of Hertfoi^, by whom she had eleven 
children — Francis Lor4 Beauchamp, 
her favourite ; Henry Robert, an officer ; 
Edward, high in the service; Wil- 
liam ; and George ; Anne, married to 
the Earl of Drogheda ; Sarah, to Mr. 
Sl^art, in Ireland ; Gertrude, to Lord 
Villiers, only son of the Countess 
of Grandison ; Frances ; Elizabeth ; 
and Isabella. All the eleven were 
fine figures or handsome; Lady Fran- 
ces and Lady EUzabeth ,very hand- 


some. Henry had very uncommon 
parts. 

* Lady Caroline Campbell, only, 
daughter of John Duke of Argyle, thou 
Colonel Campbell, had been married 
young agaiiist her will to old Thomas 
Lord Bruce, Earl of Ailesbury, to 
whom she was third wife, and by whom ’ 
she had no children but Mary Duchess 
of Richmond ; as by her second husband, 
General H. Seymour Conway, she hod 
only one daughter, Anne, married to 
John Darner, mdest son of Joseph Lord 
Milton, 
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husband, did she make any right judgment oii the fre- 
quent difficulties of his situation. Dre^ and female 
amusements occupied her most, and except being a pleas- 
ing woman she was not superior to many of her sex. I 
found her quite Hinalarraed at her husband’s position, and 
had difficulty to make her conceive why the King or Lord 
Hertford could wish Mr. Conway out of Parliament ; yet 
when I mentioned the excessive delicacy of her son-in-law 
the Duke of Richmqud, who, though he would have been 
happytto^see Mr. Coe way in Opposition, had had the 
generoSit^; to advise him to quit Parliament lest he should 
hurt his fortune there, she cried out, “Oh! the Duke of* 
Richmond is so violent 1” I sadd, “ Madam, if he was so 
violent, he would have given just the contrary advice.” 
Her daughter Mrs. Damer came in, who, though very 
young, pretty, and much in fashion, and who had never 
thought on politics before, yet u^erstood at once what 
I said to her, for she was passionately fond of her father, 
had as gbod sense as he, and as much decision in her way 
of thinking as he had little, and expressed it at once in 
the« fewest and most expressive words. An instance of 
which she gave next day on the following occasion : — 
There was a man whom no words (^n paint truly with- 
out seeming superlatively exaggerated, so wrongheaded, 
so brutal he was,' so ill-natured, ill-tempered,, and untame- 
able a savage : this was General Sir Robert Rich, who, 
.with a pleasing person, interesting address, and good 
breeding, had a vindictive obstinacy in his temper, on 
which decency, the customs of the wofld, or principle 
could make no impression. He had been half cut to pieces 
in the Rebellion, had lost both haryds, for his bravery was 
eqitnl to his fury, and yet his insolence to superiors and 
inferiors was so great, that bis sufferings did but just save 
him from being (^t out of the army for his insupportable 
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pride and arrogance. He had long been at variance, 
after a friendship, with General Conway, who had suc- 
ceeded to Sir Kobert’s father’s regiment, the arrears due 
to which for clothing, &c., Sir Robert had stopped, for 
his avarice was in proportion to his other bad qualities. 
Conway, as cool and temperate* as the other was impe- 
rious, had, from regard to him and his sisters,® whom, 
however. Sir Robert treated still worse, tried all methods 
of compromise ; and when reduced to bring the matter 
before a court martial, found authofitjj^ Lid as little weight 
with the savage as reason and patience. Sjr Robert had 
been condemned, and had had recourse to every delay 
that forms or passions could suggest ; and even when at 
last the King' ordered ^im, after amazing and unjust 
indulgences, to pay the money, he refused. The matter 
had been in agitation at least four years. Conway was 
now abroad, and had been distinguished by the Emperor 
and King of Prussia with the most uncommon marks of 
notice and esteem.® Lord Hertford had shown all Con- 
way’s letters to the King ; and whether his Majesty was 
jealous of the King of Prussia’s attentions , to ' Conway, 
whether ashamed of having twice ill-used so brave, so 
virtuous, so able an officer,. whom he saw all military 
princes admired ; or whether, as I suspected, his Majesty 
M’as desirous of soothing him while he wished to exclude 
him from Parliament, at this very moment Sir Robert 
Rich was dismissed from the King’s service for disobe- 
diencoj his government was taken away, and the profits 
sequestered till General Conway’s demands should be 
satisfied. 

ft L- 

^ Elizabeth Bich, Lady Lyttelton, was | to his reviews ; and when there, at his 
the intimate friend of Lady Ailesbury. | only three levees, talked only and a 
Mary Bicb died unmarried. j great deal to him. The Prince Royal 

^ When he first went to Berlin, the ; invited, him to drink, tea, and to sup 
Kan^ told him, as he was c5me to see j with him tete-a~tite^ and repeated^ the 
armies, he gave him leave to follow him King liis uncle's high opinion of him. 



410 last JOUENALS of HOEACE WALPOLE. Oct. 


0CT0J5ER. 


]st. The Parliament *was dissolved by proclamation, and 
writs issued for a new one to meet the 29th November. 

. It was on this very day that the King sent Lord Bar- 
ringfeoir to L‘ady .^ilesbury, to acquaint her with the 
justwe^e h|d (at last) done to her husband. She was 
charmed-^but Mrs. Darner, who had more penetration, 
said, “ Pho 1 this is only a sugarplum.” I saw it in the same 
light; and as Lord Barrington^who was dhe of those men 
who betray the truth by colouring it over with falsehood, 
told Lady Ailesbury he concluded General Conway was to 
be rechosen for Thetford, my su^icious tempe'r persuaded 
me that he was privy to the treachery of the message. 
And here let me stop to make a reflection, which all Kings 
ought to make. What can be so miserable as a King 
wjhose dttpjicity has made such impression on his people, 
that, even when he does justice or kindness to one of his 
subjects, it is received as a token of an injury ! Knowledge 
of the world and experience might make me distrustful of 
Court favours but a young inexperienced woman, who saw 
favour to her own father but in the light of treachery, proves 
that the insincerity of the King was known to the most 
unthinking. On talking again on this subject, Mrs. Darner 
compared the King’s word to the bad giimeas just decried, 
and said, “ The King’s impress and name ought to pass as 
sterling.” . 

The same day Colonel KeenC came to me, and said that, 
seeing Lord Hertford’s difficulties, he Limself had proposed 
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to Lord North to bring ^Mr. Conway into Parliament, and 
had found him very well disposed whenever there should 
be a vacancy. This, I learnt afterwards from Lord Hert- 
ford, who pleaded it as a proof of his zeal for his brother, 
had been suggested by him from the country. T said, 

“ Mr. Keene, even to serve Mr. Conway, I will not deceive 
Lord North or you. I cannot answer that Mr. Conway 
will always vote as Lord North may expect, and therefore 
f make no answer to you ; take notice, I tell you I wash 
iny hands of it.” Mr. Keene said, ^ Lord North was ap- 
prized of Mr. Conway’s determination to be independent ; 
that he loved him, and would not mind his scruples. I 
said it was handsome, and that leaving him to himself 
would be the most likely way of binding him. I stated to 
Mr. Keene all Lord Hertford’s obligations to his brother, 
and showed him that, if his brother had not saved him and 
made him a Minister, he would never Jiave gotten the 
borough of Ox&rd. Keene was struck as I expected, and 

said, “ Upon my word I think ” I stopped him, and 

for fear he should not say all I wished, and what I could 
not say myself to Lord Hertford, I determined, to put ipy 
own words into his mouth. I said, “ Sir, I know what you 
are going to say, but I will not let you. When you are 
kind to me, I will not be sq unjust as to let you say what 
is not proper for you to say. You are Lord Hertford’s 
friend, not Mr. Conway’s. I know you was going to say 
Lord Hertford ought to bring his brother into Parliament 
out of gratitude, rather than one of his own sons ; I don’t 
wonder you think so, but you must not say so to me.” He 
ownad he had had some such thought, and I did not doubt . 
but he would repeat it to Lord or Lady Hertford, as -he 
certainly did, and told them he believed that was what I 
had meant, but that I never would say so. He then 
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returned to nfy early knowledge^of the dissolution, and 
wanted to get out the secret ; but I would not tell him. 
I said it might hurt somebody or other. My informant 
might have learnt it at one of the offices. “ Oh ! ” said he, 
“ that was my reason for wishing to know; if Lord North 
has any indiscreet or unfaithful servant he ought to know 
it, or be on his guard against him.” Colonel Keene 
had little sense to think I would preclude myself from 
knowing; and I must have had as little sense to have 

AFeight that night Lord Hertford arrived, and an hour 
after I went to him, but was struck Sy his porter telling 
me his Lord was busy and could not possibly see me, but 
carried me up to Lady Hertford. Lady Ailesbury and 
another lady were playing at cribbage in her room. She 
said her Lord was writing to Coventry, which he should 
lose, and had Lady Powis s agen^with him. I thought his 
brother’s impending danger as important as a borough lost, 
or as Lady Powis’s boroughs. My suspicions redoubled. 
After some time Lady Hertford said she would go and 
a^ my Lord if he would see me. She returned, and said 
not a word. I carried her into another *room, and. said, 
“ Good God, Madam ! what is my Lord afraid of that he 
will not see me ? I have told»your Ladyship I would say 
nothing that can be disagreeable to him till the answer 
comes from Euston.” She protested he was so busy writ- 
ing, that on looking into his room he had scolded her, and 
that he would soon come upstairs. A little after, Colonel 
Keene came up, and she asked him if her Lord was still 
• writing? he said Yes. This offended me still more,* that 
Colonel Keene was admitted when I was not, though 
wanting to speak oh his brother. Soon after their son 
Henry , eame and . asked for more pens; his father had 
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used all below. This seemed a shallow art to impose upon 
and delay me. "I grew -very much out of humour, and 
showed it on purpose, that I might force my way to my 
Lord. Twelve o’clock came, and my Lord sent word he 
had not time to sup. This struck even Lady Ailesbury, 
and by signs I made her.uuderstand my anger. After 
supper, at which I had not spoken a word. Lady Ailesbury 
called for her chair, and I asked for one. Lady H(>rtford 
saw my uneasiness and sent her son jto aek my Lord if he 
would see me : I said drily, “ Madam, I will not trouble 
my Lord ; I have*nothing to say and walked out of the 
room with Lady Ailesbury. On the stairs I trembled so 
with passion that I had like to have fallen from the top to 
the bottom, and I said to Lady Ailesbury, “ I will never 
set my foot in this house again.” This frightened her, and 
she said, “ Pray don’t say so.” Mr. Xiionway (the second 
son) met us ou the stairs, iaid said lus father would see me ; 
but I thought without showing great resentment I should 
not force him to bring in his brother, and therefore would 
not go to him, but repeated “ I will not trouble him ; I 
have nothing to say.” When we were in our chairs and ^ 
little way from the door, I stopped Lady Ailesbury and 
told her my sentiments. The porter came out and said 
his Lord desired to see me, but I persisted, only repeating 
the same words. I carried Lady Ailesbury to^ my own 
house ; she was in tears and as angry then as I, and said 
it was shocking in Lord Hertford not to see her, when she 
was going to Paris in two days. I said, Madam, he 
wants you gone, and me out of town, till it is too late to 
find a borough for your husband, and then he^will plead the 
lapse of time as an excuse and I added a great deal of 
very intemperate invective on him. I told her, however, 
what was true, that, angry as I was, it was a right measure 
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to be so, and necessary to make it impossible for Lord 
Hertford to desert his brother. 

I slept very ill, and early in the morning wrote a very 
passionate letter to Lord Hertford, telling him of the indig- 
nity he had shown to his brother, his brother’s wife, and 
me, and breaking off all intercourse with him j which, how- 
ever, I did not intend to execute, but to make a seat for 
his brother the terms of reconciliation. I had the patience, 
however, to wait and spe, before I sent my letter, whether 
ih yfcft-d or Lady w6uld not come or write to me. As I 
expected. Lady Hertford wrote, said Lord Hertford had 
been angry at her not telling him I wantedr to speak with 
him, and that, seeing his distress, and that there was no 
hurry, as the answer was not come from Euston, she had 
deferred telling him, thinking his business would be over ; 
but that it had lasted .till half-an-hour past two. She 
added, “ As soon as he comes fr6m church, he goes to Kew, 
and will call on you when he comes back.” I did not 
believe the excuses, though with regard to Lady Hertford 
they were pretty true. But that, in such business, he had 
tfme to go’to church, seemed not very probable, or made 
me not believe in the business. His going to Kew before 
he saw me appeared indubitable evidence of a plot, and that 
he did not dare to see me till he had seen the King, and 
knew wh%t answer to give me. I sent a very civil note to 
Lady Hertford for all her goodness to me, but telling her 
that, after the indignity with which her Lord had treated 
both his brother an^ me, I could never enter his house 
again or have any. friendship with him. I now thought the 
quarrel would be very serious. * ♦ * ♦ • j ^^as 
satisfied it would be honourable to undo myself for my 
friend, and thought myself too oM to disgrace a life of dis- 
interestedness by giving up him to 'save my own fortune. 



1774, 


POLITICAL COMEDY. 


415 


In this unalterable resolution I went to Lady Ailesbury, 
but had scarce been there a minute before Lady Hertford, 
who had been at my house, followed me thither, and sent 
for me down stairs alone, I found her very angry ; she 
entirely acquitted her Lord, taxed me with pride, ingrati- 
tude, and injustice; and swore how much her Lord loved 
both his brother and me' ; and said if I quarrelled with him 
she desired no compliments from me, nor ever would speak 
to me again. I was charmed with her behaviour, and 
treated her with the utmost respect. I stated to her all 
the strong circumstanftes that had raised and confirmed my 
snspicions, and told her, that to show her it was not pride 
on my own account, but on Mr. Conway’s, I was ready to 
ask my Lord’s pardon for myself, or would black his shoes, 
but that I would not desert his brother, nor see him injured 
in hjs absence. She asked me what she should say to her 
Lord. I said, whatever she pleased, except that I would 
give up his brother : I could not be his friend if he 
deserted his brother. Her I entirely acquitted. She 
said she would not be excepted, and that my suspicions 
were unjust; that I was always suspicious of the BecN 
fords. I said, “ Madam, I name nobody.” She replied, 
that was worse ; I left my suspicions at random to be fixed 
on anybody. I said, “ Madam, I will name nobody with- 
out proofs — but my suspicions went high.” “ What,” said 
she, “ do you suspect Lord North ?” “ No, Madam,” said 
I, “but I will name no more.” She would fain have 
reconcifed me, but I did not think it ripe yet. I persuaded 
her to go up to Lady Ailesbury, who seemed very angry, 
and complained of Lord Hertford’s treatment of her. We 
had both "a passionate and tender scwie, during which Lady 
Hertford’s character appeared in the most amiable light. 
She told us Lord Hertford would give up his third- son, 
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liobert, to bTing in his brother, but said, “ Robert is the 
proudest of his children, and probably Mrill quarrel with 
his father on it.” I said, “ Madam, Lady Ailesbufy and I 
cannot hear of that, nor would Mr. Conway bear to be the 
cause of a family quarrel between a father and his son.” 
Indeed this circumstance ’showed me it was in vain to push 
that any farther, nor would.I, from’ friendship to Mr. Con- 
way, do so abominable a thing as make that quarrel. I 
insisted it should i^ot be, and afterwards, when Lord Hert- 
fdr^pji^posed it to me again, I made him give it up. He 
then told me what was greatly to thd honour of his second 
son Henry, who, on his father’s mentioning it, said, “ My 
Lord, you had better give me up ; I am cooler and more 
reasonable than my brother Robert.” Lady Hertford 
pressed me again to tell her whom I suspected. I said, 
“ The King.” She, who was all honesty, instead of denying 
it, smiled, and said, “ Indeed, ^people do think the King 
very double.” I reconciled her and Lady Ailesbury, and 
the former pressed me to see my Lord. I said frankly, 
“ Madam, you are sensible with what respect and patience 
I have boHie all your Ladyship’s reproaches, «ven almost 
without a word of defence: if you will give me leave to 
say what I please to my Lord, I will see him at six o’clock.” 
These terms produced a new emharras, though all I meant 
was to press on him his obligations to his brother. She 
said he could not come to me so soon as six, it was church 
time, I smiled inwardly at this extreme devotion in so busy 
a politician, and we parted the best friends in the world. 

After evening prayer, the Earl canie to me, but to my 
surprise brought his son Henry with him. Lady Hertford 
hiPiving rejported ray wrds so < faithfully that he- had con- 
cluded' I should speak too plainly, and had therefore for 
precaution brought his son. He <entered smiling, shook 
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me by the hand, and tried to treat my anger as too excep- 
tions and to laugh it off, pretending he had not suspected 
my having been earnest to see him. I was very cold and 
would scarce utter a syllable. When he pressed me to 
speak, I said it should be with great circumspection ; that 
I looked on myself as on my trial, and had no witness, 
whereas he had brought one ; that I was persuaded his son 
would misrepresent notliing, and yet could* but be partial 
to his own father. Mr. Conway said ,I spoke as if they 
were come to bully me. I said, but I was certainly 
afraid of him ; tl/at I knew he was a young man of great 
parts ; that he was very cool, and that I was provoked, 
and therefore should be upon my guard what I said. 
Young men, I said, were apt to laugh, at those much older ; 
that I had been thinking what I should do, and had deter- 
mined to tell them honesdy that I could not speak so 
freely before him, with .,whom I was little acquainted, 
as to his father alone, with whom I had been brought up 
from a boy. Upon this the son got up and went to the 
door. I said I begged his pardon ; that I was sensible I 
was doing a very rude thing in turning him.^out of my 
own house ; and yet that we should sooner understand one 
another if he retired, which he did with great good hu- 
mour. I then talked over the whole affair with Lord Hert- 
ford with cordiality and better temper. He protested his 
innocence ; excused the King, though not to my satisfac- 
tion ; and offered absolutely to give up his third son. This 
I would not hear of. At last he promised to lay down any 
sum to bring his brother into Parliament : and we parted 
very good friends. 

Zrd. Uprd Hertford, sent for me. I guessed the cause, 
and guessed right, that the Duke of Grafton had de- 
clared, without any .softening, that he should not bring 
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General Conway into Parliament. As this would bring 
the burthen on him, Lord Hertford was very much hurt ; 
owned he now believed all the mischief of which I had 
accused the Bedfords ; and in his vexation discovered to 
me a most black treachery of the Duke some time before, 
and which, leading to his present* behaviour, showed he 
had long meditated getting- rid of Mr. Conway. The 
borough of Thetford is entirely governed by three persons, 
the |M-ayof, the Recorder, and one other ; Lord Hertford 
ws® ^Horder ; the »Duke of Grafton engaged General 
Cdnway^'himself to ask Lord Hertford to resign that office, 
who had done so unwillingly : it is not necessary to add 
any stroke to this feature of the Duke’s character. Lady 
Hertford was still more hurt and provoked at her nephew’s 
behaviour, which showed how little influence she had over 
him and diminished the number of her husband’s votes. But 
I had better materials to work with than this anger. I had 
that morning learnt that very bad news had arrived from 
America; 1500 men were in arras, and General’Gage had 
sent to implore more men and ships. I made full use of this 
to^' imprint ^n^Lord Hertford’s mind his brother’s import- 
ance ; and to do him justice, he was quick enough in see- 
ing it himself. I painted to him the necessity there would 
be of the -King’s calling Mr. Conway to council, and I 
, gave Lord Hertford a hint that a change might very pro- 
bably hap^jen, and his brother be again in a situation to 
save him. He felt this, and almost told me in plain words 
that the King had thoughts of taking Mr. Conway into 
the Ministry; he said, some temperate man must he 
called in. I wa,nted no*more than this hint to assure me 
Lord Hertford would soon find some way, if possible, to 
bring his brother into Parliament. On my side, as I 
meaiit to keep them well together, I«wrote by Lady Ailes- 
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bury, who went next day to Paris, a very moderate letter 
to Mr. Conway, did justice to Lady Hertford, excused 
Lord Hertford, said nothing hard of the Duke of Grafton, 
and took all the blame I could on myself. I had put 
everything on the best foot I could, considering the cir- 
cumstances, for Mr. Conway, ’and was very willing to 
appear to all the family to he the person in limit, for I 
really wished them well ; they were my, near relations 
and friends; and if I had gone 4:00 fiir^ it was for a right 
end, and, so far from being for my ’own sake, 1 had risked 
doing infinitely more hurt to myself than to any other per- 
son living. In this conversation I told Lord Hertford what 
I foresaw ; viz. that Rigby would get it suggested to the 
King to send Conway to command in America, to ruin 
him. Lord Hertford was struck with the probability, and 
said it must be prevented, for Conway had declared so 
explicitly for the Amerfoaus that he would refuse to go. 
“ Then,” said I, “ he will be ruined as an officer, and that 
very alternative will make Rigby press it.” “ What is to 
be done ? ” said Lord Hertford. I said, “ I protest 1 do 
not foresee at once, but I will suggest the fin t thing that 
comes into my mind : tell the King that, if your brother 
refuses to serve against the Americans, the example will 
spread and be followed.” “ No,” said he, “ the King will 
never bear that ! I should tell him my brother has scruples; 
and irresolution will hurt the service.” I allowed this was 
a better thought thau mine. Lord Hertford said, the King 
had the highest opinion of Mr. Conway, and had really 
never taken anything seriously ill of him but his voting 
against the Royal Marriage Bill. 

I have said that the Court was not prepared with can- 
didates for London, Westminster, or Middlesex. Pre- 
vious to those elections, came on that of a Lord Mayor. 

2 E 2 
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Wilkes entirely governed Bull, the actual Mayor, and 
made him decline the chair a second tim'e. The Court 
on one side, and Alderman Townshend on the other, 
meant to gain or give the preference to any man over 
Wilkes. They set up two insignificant Aldermen, Eisdale 
and Kennet, as competitors, not having been able to pre- 
vail on Sawbridge to stand for it Again. Wilkes had re- 
gained him by promising to bring him into Parliament for 
the pity- Wilkes and Bull had the majority of hands, 
and, I alter a poll which was demanded for Eisdale and 
Kennet, Wilkes and Bull were returned to the Court of 
Aldermen,‘ who at last did declare Wilkes Lord Mayor. 
Thus, after so much persecution of the Court, after so 
many attempts on his life, after a long imprisonment in 
a gaol, after all his own crimes and indiscretions, did this 
extraordinary man, of more extraordinary fortune, attain 
the highest office in so grave apd important a city as the 
capital of England, always reviving the more opposed 
and oppressed, and unable to shock Fortune, or make her 
laugh at him, who laughed at everybody and everything.* 
The duration of his influence was the most wonderful part 
of his history. Massaniello, a fisher-boy, attained the su- 
preme power of Naples, but perished in three days. Kienzi 
governed Borne, but lost it by his folly. Sacheverel 
balanced the glory of Marlborough in the height of his 
victories, but never was heard of more. Wilkes was seen 
through, detected, yet gained ground : and all the power of 
the Crown, all the malice of the Scots, all the abilities of 
Lord Mansfield, all the violence of Alderman Townshend, 
•all the want of policy and parts in the Opposition, all the 

^Eleven aldermen scratched for pardon and a thousand pounds to Paris, 
Wilkes ; Townshend and Oliver for Bull. I should have accepted them, but I am 

® In the triumph of his heart Wilkes ^ to him for not having ruined 

said, **lf the King had sent me a me. 
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treachery of his own friends, could not demolish him. He 
equally baffled the King and Parson Horne, though both 
neglected no latitude to compass his ruin. It is in this 
tenth year of his war on the Court that he gained so signal 
a victory ! 

The moment the poll was over, the Livery proceeded 
to the nomination of •members for the county. Wilkes 
had set up his backsliding friend Crosby, 4iis late enemy 
Sawbridge, his trusty friend Bull, and one Hayley, his 
brother-in-law. A company of Middlesex Justices, at- 
tached to the Cotirt, entered, and one of them, Sir John 
Hawkins, seized the chair, while the livery cried out to 
Sawbridge to take it. Sir John was originally bred a 
lawyer,® in which profession he did not succeed. Having 
married a gentlewoman who, by her brother’s death, 
proved a considerable fortune, he bought a house at 
Twickenham, intending tp give himself up to his studies 
and music, of which he was very fond, and had already 
published the life of a Herman musician. He now com- 
menced a justice of peace; and being a very honest 
moral man, but of no brightness, and very obstinate a«d 
contentious, he grew hated by the lower class, and very 
troublesome to the gentry, with whom he went to law both 
on public and private causes ; at the same time collecting 
materials indefatigably for a History of Music. His wife 


3 He was the son of a builder, and 
born in 1719. ’V^ien a young man he 
wrote for the periodical press ; he was 
the friend and executor of Johnson, of 
whom he wrote a memoir which brought 
upon him the castigation of Peter Pin- 
dar and a host of critics. At the time 
Walpole here speaks of liim he had 
been chairman of the quarter sessions 
ten years ; he had been knighted in 
the year 1772. He contributed notes 
to Johnson and Steevens’s* Slfakspeare,’ 


'edited Walton's * Angler,* wrote a pam- 
phlet on the Highways, and secured 
a respectable name in literature by his 
‘ History of the Science and Practice of 
Music.’ He died in 1789, Sir John 
was famous for a drawh which has 
been immortalized in his epigrammatic 
epitaph : — 

" Her« lies Sir John Hawkins, 

Without his shoes and ttamkimJ* 

His house is now occupied by the emi- 
nent Dr. Diamond. — D. 
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disliking so retired a life, he, uneasy from the uneasiness 
he gave his neighbours, sold his house, quitted Twicken- 
ham, and settled in London, pursuing his duty, in which 
he was very useful, and his History, when his want of 
judgment, and his zeal and obstinacy, drew him into the 
imprudent step I have lUentioned. Such confusion fol- 
lowed the seizing of the chair by Sir John, that the 
meeting broke,<up in disorder ; but on the next day but 

the majority »of hands were held up for Wilkes’s 
nominees. A poll was demanded and entered upon, 
after much riot occasioned by the extravagant inso- 
lence and pride of Alderman Townshend, who, being 
hissed and hooted by the citizens, clapped on his hat, and 
turned his back on them in contempt. He set up his 
convert Oliver. Baker, son of the late Alderman, and 
Alderman himself and in Opposition too, stood like- 
wise, but refused to sign the self-denying oath which 
Wilkes’s four candidates had taken, and gave in print 
good reasons against it. Oliver refused too to sign that 
one article (twhich promised to obey implicitly the direc- 
tions from the constituente. Eoberts, the last year’s Court 
candidate for the mayoralty against Wilkes, now stood 
likewise for the City. 

The city of Westminster was in equal danger of being 
lost to the Court. Lord Percy, son of the Duke of North- 
umberland, was only more welcome to them than a 
nominee' of Wilkes ; but he was in America, a penurious 
undignified young man,* and his father connected with 

^ ‘^WhettLordPeyoy was iu Ireland ^cifying that it alxould he for fifty 
witli his regiment, the 5th Infantry, he persons, at eighteen pence per head, 
consented, after much consideratioi^ to The officers heard of the arrangement, 
give a dinner to the officers in garrison and they ordered the landlord to pro- 
at Limerick. The gallant but cautious vide a banquet at a. guinea per head, 
Earl ordered the repast at a tavern, jpromising to pay the difference, in the 
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Lord Chatham. The Earl of Lincoln (now Duke of 
Newcastle),® as penurious as Lord Percy, had promised 
to set up his second son, but repented and refused. Earl 
Stanhope, a determined republican, was just returned 
from Geneva, where he had long resided.* He made his 
son (Lord Mahon) offer himself to the citizens of West- 
minster by an advertisement in which the young Lord 
engaged to promote all popular causes, an^to vote against 
all the late American Acts ; ajid he declared for all Wilkes’s 


self-denying articles in their 

ovent of their entertainer declining to 
do so. When the banquet was served 
there was' but one astonished and un- 
comfortable individual at tho board, 
and that was the Earl himself, who be- 
held a feast for tJie gods, and heard 
himself gratefully complimented upon 
the excellence of both viands aud 
wines. Tiie astonished Earl expe- 
rienced an easily understood difficult 
in returning thanks when his health 
was drunk witli an ontliusiasm' that 
b(jwildered him i and on retiring early 
lie sought out the landlord, in order 
have the solution of an enigma that 
sorely puzzled liirn. Boniface, told the 
unadorned and the unwelcome truth ; 
and the inexperienced young Earl 
acknowledged his mistake, and dis- 
charged the bill with a sigh on him- 
self, and a cheque on his banker.” — 
‘ Table Traits, and something on them,^ 
-D. 

^ Henry, ninth Earl of Lincoln, suc- 
ceeded to the dukedom of Newcastle- 
under-Lino in 1758. He died in 1794. 
— D. 

^ Philip, the second Earl : he died 
in 1786, aged seventy-two. His eldest 
son, Charles (the third earl), married 
Lord Chatham’s eldest daughter, Hester 
Pitt, of which marriage was born the 
eccentric Lady Hester Stanhopo. Both 
the above Earls were exceedingly 
liberal in their political opinions, and 
both were excellent mathematicians ; 
the first was so in ^ite of his guardian, 
the celebrated Earl of Chesterfield, 
who prohibited Mm when a boy from 
the pursuit of his favourite, study. He 


largest, latitude. Humphrey 

was also an accomplished linguist, a 
sound classical scholar, with ho retoii- 
live a memory tlmt he could n^pcat tho 
whole of tlio Iliad and Odyssesy l>y rote. 
Earl Piiilip wus a mimiliccut patron of 
learning and of learned men. As a 
statesman, he was one of tlio mostimhv 
pendent of his day ; — that day was one of 
sj^lendid extravagance, but Earl Philip 
(fid not follow tho mode. Cii (jno of 
his occasional visits to tlie House of 
Lords (from Genova \ a now doorko(3i)or, 
siloing him about to pass into the 
House in a dress of extreme simplicity, 
intpeded his entrance with the remark, 

“ Now then, honest man, go back ! You 
can have no buBincss in suoli a place as 
tills, honest man !” purl Philip diijd in 
1786. His son Gharh^.s, at tlio period 
of tho election above referred to, was 
twenty-one ycftrs of age. Ho was a 
more advanced republican thou his 
father, and when tlic Frcncii Kevolulion 
burst forth he laid aside all the external 
ornaments of the peerage. But he is 
remembered for better things than this. 
When a young man he gained a prize, 
from the Society of Stockliolm, for a 
Memoir ou the Pendulum. He was, 
perhaps, too universal a genius to be 
very useful to mankind; and among his 
projects, rather than uis ocliievoments, 
may be mentioned, his arithmetical 
machine, his plan for securing huil4-' 
ings from fire, his new printing-press, 
his monoohord for tuning musical in- 
struments, and his designs for a vessel 
to sail against wind and tide. Earl 
Charles died in ISIO.—I). 
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Cotes, the associate of Wilkes, presented himself likewise, 
but met with no encouragement. He was a broken wine- 
merchant, and of nq repute. Sir Robert Bernard, one 
of their late members, and a patriot too, was another 
candidate ; but the popular cry was for Lord Mahon, and 
another Lord till then unknown to the English public. 
This was Lord Mountmorris, a young Irish patriot, of a 
very slender ^tate, anH wrongheaded, who had been 
a very active opponent in ^the Irish Parliament. He 
gree^l;jj„embraced all the political tenets of Wilkes ; and 
being w$ll received by the populace, at ^thcir desire was 
joined with Lord Mahon, and both were enrolled of all 
Wilkes’s City clubs. Such success alarmed the Duke of 
Northumberland, who instantly quitted the North, where 
he was deeply engaged in contested elections, and posting 
to the Duke of Newcastle prevailed on him to set up his 
son Lord Thomas Clinton ; while his, own son, Lord Percy, 
as if Irish Lords had the chief fnfluencc in Westminster, 
was recommended by the Earl of Kerry, a simple young 
Irish peer,’ who had married an elderly Irishwoman that 
had been divorced on his account, and had wasted a vast 
estate in the idlest ostentation. 

On the \2tk •came news of the death of the Pope 
Ganganelli, called Clement XIV., an artful sensible man, 
but too old a;id timid to support the tottering tiara under 
its depressure and the intrigues of the Jesuits. He had 
bound himself, as the condition of his exaltation, to sacri- 
fice that order to the obstinacy of the King of Spain, 
delayed it as long as he possibly could, yielded at last to 
the necessity, and perished by his complaisance. They 

? Francis Thomai^ Earl of Kerry, of Louth. The Earl died childless in 
was at this time m his thirty-fifth year, 1818, when the title fell to his cousin 
and had been married about seven years the present Marquis of Lansdowne.— D. 
.to Anastasia Daley, sister of the Countess 
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not only spread doubts on the validity of his election and 
published books against it, but threatened his life, so that 
he did not dare to stir abroad unless doubly guarded. 
When they had intimidated and broken his spirit, they 
employed an old woman to foretell the nearness of his 
death, and even set a celebrated Madonna at work to 
menace him with it This fr^ud he detected, and ordered 
the Inquisition to prosecute; but it was toT,late; the panic 
had sunk deep, and carried him off. 

The public, however, soon learnt" t|;iat the Jesuits had not 
trusted to the panic alone. Clement thought himself poi- 
soned, ^lOd declared so. The symptoms appeared clearly 
before his death. His belly swelled extremely, and was of 
a very bad colour ; and the suspicions were so strong, that 
the Ministers of the House of Bourhon insisted that the 
body should not be opened without the assistance of 
surgeons and oth'ers whom they should appoint for that 
purpose. But, though the dissection was made the very 
day he died, the putrefaction was so rapid that the 
surgeons had great difficulty to perform the operation. 
As soon as they touched the head, the hair fell off, a^id 
all the teeth fell out : the bones of the body crumbled 
away ; and the flesh upon the least touch of the knife did 
not divide, but came away in pieces. They were forced 
to embalm the body twice, in order to transport it to the 
Vatican ; but the face was so disfigured, that it was neces- 
sary to cover it with a mask of wax. The howels at the 
dissection were put into a strong earthen pan; but the 
fermentation was so great that it broke it. The body was 
deposited the first night in a private chapel, in order to* 
be consigned in form the next morning to the Great 
Chapter of St Peters; but in the removal of it for that 
purpose the head de^ched itself from the body. It was 
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supposed that a slow poison had been given to him in the 
last Holy Week. His confectioner was taken ill at the 
same time with the^same symptoms, and, when the letters 
came from Eome, was at the point of death. For some 
mouths past great numbers of ex- Jesuits had resorted to 
Rome ; and letters had been received there from Germany 
and France, inquiring if the Pope* was poisoned. These 
particulars I {^eived in the following letter from Sir 
I^race Mann, Envoy to Florence, dated from Naples, 
s|f>tlB9th, 1774 

You will have heard of the death of the Pope, hut do not know, 
perhaps, that there is every reason to believe it was hastened by 
the Jesuits, who poisoned him in the Sacrament. He himself 
declared his suspicions before he died, and the belief of it is so 
general, even in these Catholic countries, that the Ministers of 
France and Spain insisted on being present at the opening of his 
body, his belly having swelled extraordinarily,, and being strangely 
discoloured, even before he expire^. ''The corpse putrified so 
suddenly, that the surgeons could hardly go through the opera- 
tion ; and, as soon as they touched the head, the teeth fell out, 
and all the hones of his body crumbled away, and the flesh 
came away in pieces. They were forced to embalm the body 
tfl4ce before \hey could carry it to St. Peter’s ; and instead of 
exposing his face as is usual, they covered it with wax, and in tlie 
transport the head separated from the body. His confectioner 
is dead in a manner little less horrid, and with the same symptoms 
his Holiness had. 

The late Jesuits, not content with their diabolical practices, 
had the impudence and folly to foretell his death, and crowded 
to Rome, asking all the way if the Pope was not yet dead. 

The Ministers of the two Crowns, and the College of Cardinals, 
sit day and night in taking informations. Several of the Ignatian 
Society are seized and clapped up } but, as the gates of Rome 
are' shut and strictly guarded since this detestable scene has come 
to light, I can tell you no more particulars at present, but you 
shall hear farther in a post or two. It is thought here that this 
shocking assasanation will precipitate the fall of the other monkish 
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Orders, who are but too like the Jesuits, in stopping at no crimes 
for the interest of* their Cliurch. 

Wilkes’s triumph in the City was not complete ; of his 
four nominees, Bull, Halsey, Sawbridge, ami Brass 
Crosby, he carried but the three first. Ald(>nnan Oliver, 
now the creature of Alderman Townshend, was the fourth 
elected ; but Alderman Harley was not only driven out 
there, but, standing for Herefordshire, th>«. native county 
of his family, he was not only rejected, but insulted, so 
that he narrowly escaped with his life. At Dover, Wilkes 
carried one menlber ; — and on the 

20/4 he himself and Sergeant Glynn were elected for 
Middlesex without an opponent, though Alderman Towns- 
hend had threatened to stand, and the Court and the 
justices of the county had used every endeavour to get 
candidates, but no man would venture. Had he been 
permitted to sit quiedy,in the House of Commons five 
years sooner, ho had sunk to nothing, having no oratorical 
talents. Now he forced his way triumphantly, and came 
vested with the insignia of the first magistracy in England, 
and supported by half a dozen members of h”s own noMii- 
nation. Alderman Harley, brother of Lord Oxford, and 
who had made the firmest stand against him, now took 
fi’ight, abandoned the City, and stood for Herefordshire, 
but lost it, and was both exceedingly ill-treated by the 
populace, and frowned on by the Court, as Wilkes him- 
self owned that Harley, had he stood for London, would 
have been the first on the poll. Sir ■ Joseph Mawbey, 
Wilkes’s candidate for Surrey, was as unsuccessful there. 
However, the Court lost several members in different’ 
places before a month of the electing time was over. 

On the 22 wZ the Court issued a proclamation against 
exporting gunpowder. This was levelled at the North- 
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Americans, and was a proof that the Government expected 
they would take up arms. General Gage’ had seized the 
powder at Boston, which had actually occasioned an insur- 
rection. Colonel Lee, a brave but very wild man, who 
had been disobliged, was actually gone to America to offer 
his services to the discontented. The King had broken a 
promise to him, but afterwards, having an audience on 
bringing a lettep* from, the King of Poland, the King began 
to ^cuie his former behaviour ; but Lee stopped him short 
bj^ “ Sir, I will never give your Majesty an oppor- 

tunity of breaking your promise to me again.” The Govern- 
ment had about 10,000 men in Boston. 

On the 26#A the poll for Westminster ended, and Lord 
Percy and Lord T. Clinton were returned; the first had 
4994 votes, and the second 4744. Lord Mountmorris had 
but 2531, Lord Mahon 2342, and Humphrey Cotes 130. 
Wilkes went one* day to support the losing candidates, and 
could amass but 15 voters. The "Duchess of Northumber- 
land sat daily at a window in Covent Garden making 
interest for her son. 
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The Court and Scotch faction, enraged at Wilkes’s 
success, abused him in the grossest and ’post outrageous 
manner. This occasioned the appearance of the following 
excellent satire in the ‘Public Advertiser’ to-day, the 
author of which I know not : — 

An Answer to all past, present, and future Abuse of Mr. Wilkes, 
on the score of Morals. 

» 

I have hitherto given my best support to the Lord Mayor 
elect, from an opinion that the man had some virtues blended with 
his vices and follies ; nay, to own a weakness, I confess I regarded 
him as a very exalted character, whose public services and inflex- 
ible attachment to the laws and the people had for a course of 
years drawn upon his head the whole weight of a tyrant^s' oppres- 
sion, and rendered him obnoxious to all the slaves, sycophants, and 
ministerial prostitutes in the kingdom. I begin now to be much snig- 
gered in my opinion of his character. For how can be otherv^ise 
than the collected mass of all moral turpitude wlj[0 is reviled without 
ceasing for his treachery by Mr. Horne ? for his cruelty by Alderman 
Townshend? for his callous conscience by Sylva the Jew, for his 
impudence and disloyalty by Dr. Shebbeare ? for his abuse of the 
Scotch by Dr. Johnson ? for his impiety by Lord Sandwich, and 
his infidelity by the Bishop of Glmicester ? for his prodigality by 
Charles Fox? his mercenary^ tirm-serving principles by Lord 
Mansfield and Wedderburn? for his luxury by the ministerial 
Aldermen ? Ids profligacy by Rigby and Townshend ? his hypo- 
crisy, selfishness, and ingraJtitude % the whole Scotch nation ? and, 
finally, for his hlach revenge and dark designs upon his country’ 
by , the best of Pr s ? 

Toby. 

Wilkes being told that, on his presentation, the Lord 
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Chancellor Apsley intended to signify to him that the 
King thought the City had made a very improper choice, 
Wilkes said, “ If he does, I shall inform him that I 
am at least as fit to be Lord Mayor as he is to be Lord 
Chancellor.” 

By accounts fi’om America it appeared that the spirit 
of the colonies rose and spread. At Boston they made 
strong representations against fortifying the town, and the 
Presjbyterian ministers were at the head of all mutinies. 
Thel^-dlneral sending to New York for 800 blankets 
for the soldiers, and for transports to bring more troops 
from Quebec, not a merchant of New York would sell 
him a blanket, nor would the town lend him their transport 
vessels. 

Edmund Burke was elected for Bristol, with one Cruger, 
both preferably to the two old Court Members. 

On the 7th died suddenly Thomas Bradshaw, that low 
but useful tool of Administration. His vanity had carried 
him to great excesses of profusion, and, being overwhelmed 
with debts, he shot himself. The King gave his widow so 
great a pension as 500?. a year, and 300?. a year for the 
education of ttte children. The Duke of Athol was 
drowned in his own pond about the same time.‘ 

12/4. Very bad accounts fi'om America; many letters 
stopped. The Court affirmed that the General Assembly 
would have restrained themselves to a simple petition to 
the King for redress against the Boston bills, but that 
Dr. Franklin had privately despatched a sloop to invite 
more violent measures. 

On the dissolution of the Parliament Dr. Johnson, one 


* On the 4th. This was the Duke who, in 1765, sold his sovereignty of the 
Isle of Man to Government for 70,0001.— D. • 
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of the venal champions of the Court, published a short 
piece called ‘The Patriot,’ tending, according to the prac- 
tice of renegades, who are always most virulent against 
those they have deserted, to show that all patriotism 
is instigated by interest. 

Dr. Shebbeare, another pensioned writer, and who had 
been pilloried for libels, published another, one of the most 
profligate and outrageous ever penned. It was called 
‘ An Answer to Queries,’ and contained the grossest abus? 
on King William and Queen Mary,, on the Reformation, 
the Revolution, the Whigs, and all lovers of liberty and 
the Constitution. It defended the Papists, and called for 
persecution of all Dissenters, and for proscription of the 
Americans ; and was more extravagant than the writings 
of Garassc and the Jesuits at the time of die League. He 
avowed himself the King’s pensioner ; and the rank invec- 
tive on King William was a worthy monument of the gra- 
titude of the fourth Prince of the House of Hanover to the 
great, wise, and heroic Monarch who called that line to the 
Crown ! 

The Scotch Peers, on the death of the Diiye of Atlvol, 
made a stand against the mandate of the Court — not a 
majority of them. 

22nd, died that extraordinary man, Robert Lord Clive, 
aged fifty. His fatigues of body and mind had greatly 
impaired and broken his constitution. He was grown sub- 
ject to violent disorders in his bowels on any emotion, and 
they often were attended by convulsion. He was at Bath, 
but being suddenly sent for to town by Varelst, one of his 
Indian accomplices, on what emergency was not known, he' 
was seized with violent pains. Dr. Fothergill, his physi- 
cian, gave him, as he had been wont to do, a dose of lau- 
danum in the evening. It did not remove his anguish, and 
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he demanded more laudanum. Some said Fothergill told 
him if he took more he would be dead in an hour *, others, 
that more was administered. It is certain that he took 
more without or with the privity of the physician, and 
did die within the time mentioned : but he certainly cut 
his throat. So many recent suicides gave the more 
weight to the belief of this.^ He Vas in his forty-ninth 
year. 

The printers of the ‘South Briton’ and of the libel on 
Oh^l|l Fox were tried and sentenced.* Sec this Journal 
in me preceding month of February, and in the ‘London 
Chronicle.’ 

The new elections were now all over, and certainly to 
appearance less favourable to the Court than they had 
expected from the surprise. Lord North said he was sure 
of 327, and that 30 were quite doubtful. If 200 w'ere 
surely in Opposition, it would, v^ithout the 30, be formid- 
able ; but there was no union amongst them. Lord Rock- 
ingham’s was the greater party ; the rest were small, 
detached squadrons of Lord Chatham’s, Lord Shelburne’s, 
and Wilkes’.^— all disunited. The Rockinghams were so 
low and inacti's^ that they saw they had no chance till 
affairs, especially in America, should grow much worse; 
and accordingly they came not to town till the very 
instant of the Parliament opening, and even then found 
the merchants asleep and not disposed to stir on the griev- 
ances of America, 't'be Dissenters, still more threatened, 
were as' supine. Wilkes was* squabbling in the Court of 
Aldermen with Harley and Townshend, and attended to 
‘nothing else. He had recently played Burke a very offen- 
sive trick. Having offered to set up the latter for West- 


They were fined and itnpriisoned. 
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minster, Burke said he would subscribe no engagement to 
his constituents’. Wilkes promised it should not be asked 
of him ; and then, on Lord Mountmorris starting, sent him 
word he must subscribe — on which he did not stand. This 
was the meaning of his obscure speeches at Bristol, ' Lord 
Shelburne had gone abroad for two years, but returned 
suddenly on the dissolution. The Ministi 7 were extremely 
alarmed on America, and it was suspected that Cornwall, 
who was a thorough rogue, and brother-in-law of Jenkin- 
son, was in connivance with the Court junto, meditating a 
removal of Lord North and introduction of Lord Shel- 
burne, and, by his means, of Lord Chatham, in hopes of 
the latter being more agreeable to the Americans. In the 
mean time the Court agents were going all lengths in 
inflaming the nation against the Americans and reviving 
all the old exploded doctrines of the Stuarts. Mr. Burke 
told me he heard a sermon at Bristol in which the parson 
said the King owed the Crown neither to King William 
nor to the people, but enjoyed it by indefeasible hereditary 
right. 

27^A. Died of a dropsy, Stephen, Lord Holland. Chades 
Fox, his brother, succeeded him as Clerk of the Pells in 
Ireland, by virtue of a patent for three lives given to their 
father in the late reign, and which Princess Amelia told me 
she heard the late King give him on condition of his never 
asking a peerage. I do not think that promise could bind 
him beyond the late King’s life, who had no right to tie up 
a man after his own life. ^ 

29i?A, The new Parliament met. Lord Beauchamp^ and 
Lord Guernsey* moved for Sir .Fletcher Norton to be re-* 
chosen. When Lord North proposed to him to be Speaker 

’ < Eldest sons of the Earls of Hert- I mistake. Lord Beauchamp moved the 
ford and Aylesford, N.3. This was a 1 Address to the King. 

VOL. I. 2 F 
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again, he said, “ And is that all ?” intimating he expected 
a bribe for taking so great an office. 

Dr. Johnson, Bishop of Worcester, had a fall from his 
horse in the streets of Bath on the 24th or 25th, and it was 
thought had fractured his skull. The King immediately 
named Dr. North, Bishop -of Lichfield and Coventry, his 
successor; but on the 26th news came that Johnson was 
still alive, which* made the precipitation ridiculous ; how- 
ever, he died of the hurt. 

The Lords v^ent on the King’s Speech. Lord 
HillsbOTough moved the Address in a very long and severe 
speech on the colonies. The Duke of Richmond answered 
him and read a letter of Lord Hillsborough to Governor 

, in which he assured the colonies that the whole Cabinet 

Council disapproved of .taxing them, and that the King was 
of the same opinion. Lord Shelburne spoke warmly and 
well, and tried, in vain, to provoke Lord Mansfield to rise. 
Lord Camden spoke finely on the same side. He said he 
knew no sovereignty but that of God ; and drfew a pathetic 
picture of the colonies, who were fighting for everything 
that was deaji; to them, while we were only contending for 
the empty name of sovereignty. But what were we to get 
by it ? The Legislature might proclaim war on them, but 
the executive power, the Crown, must wage it, and would 
alone be advantaged by it. But so it had been in every- 
thing. The Legislature had conquered Canada, and then it 
had been given to the Crown. The charters had been con- 
demned' as too loose and ill-dra\|n ; they had been corrected 
and mlyected to the Crown. The arms of the Legislature 
'had acquired three provinces in India, but, the Company 
not being able to manage them, they had been thrown into 
the Crown. Lord Dartmouth was the only Minister who 
vouchsafed, or, from not knowing wjiat part they should 
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take, who ventured to reply, and he chiefly confined himself 
to wishing the colonics would submit. Lord Talbot was 
more moderate than ordinary. Lord Lyttelton made an 
admired declamation. The Duke of Richmond had moved 
to correct the Address, that the House might be involved 
by no declaration without lights, but it was overruled by 
63 to 13. The next day nine Lords protested ; Lord 
Camden for the first time. Lord Chatham was expected, 
but was confined with the gout. Lord Lyttelton, vain of 
his own oratory, said he would move on the following 
Tuesday to open the doors to strangers. 


2 F 2 
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bth. The Members being now all sworn, the House of 
Commons went 6n the King’s Speech, and Lord Beau- 
ch^p and Mr. De Grey, son of the Chief Justice, moved 
the^Jmdress. The first was pretty warm for pursuing 
measures of authority against the Bostonians, and presumed 
that dissension among the colonies would facilitate the 
business, North Carolina and Georgia having sent no 
Deputies to the Congress. Lord John Cavendish, and 
Frederic Montagu proposed corrections, as had been done 
in the other House, till better information should arrive ; 
but the current ran strongly against the Americans, and 
the new Parliament, on which it had been supposed the 
Court had rather lost, seemed more submissive even than 
the last. Charles Fox, Mr. Hartley,* Colonel Barr6, the 
Btfrkes, and (T. Townshend, were very warm on the views 
and late measures of the Court, and Colonel Barrfe said the 
Ministers were going to blooden the new members with 
blood of the Americans. Lord North disclaimed having 
ever given out, as he was taxed, that the Quebec Bill was 
designed to let loose Papists on the colonies ; Wedderburn 
made a figure on the same side ; but even some who used 
to be opponents, as Sir W. Mayne and Sir Philip Jennings, 
appeared converts ; and at ten at night, on a division, there 
appeared but 73 in Opposition and 264 Courtiers. A 
majority of 191 had been little expected by either side; 

> Mr. Hartley, muoh versed in and was new in Parliament for tlie first 
fiaances, and friend of Lord Booking- time, 
ham, had written several political traote, ^ 
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but the inactivity of the Opposition, the vigilance of the 
Court, and the prejudice taken against the Americans, 
made nothing surprising. Lord North had said the Court 
would have 327, 30 were doubtful, so the Opposition ought 
to have consisted of 200. Such a disparity might lead the 
Court to embark more rashly ; but the firmness of the 
Americans had struck a panic, and Lord Beauchamp told 
me the next day, with concern, that he mio the disposition 
was to give wag. Certainly it was not the disposition of 
the King and junto~it might bfe Lord North’s, who had 
been driven tc^ extremes against his inclination ; and it 
might be that of the Bedfords, who were always the first to 
prompt violence, and the first to be alarmed. Sir W. 
Mayne said he had been told by a person in the lobby that 
a ship was come which had brought advice that the Con- 
gress had not only voted the non-importation, but the non- 
exportation also. For Charles Fox, Rigby had been 
negotiating his peace with Lord North, but Charles’s 
demands had been rejected as too extravagant, which had 
fixed him in Opposition, and Burke had even carried him 
to Lord Rockingham’s meetings. But the most exti;^ior- 
dinary event of that day was, that young George Grenville 
voted against the Court— in eftect, against his own father’s 
famous Stamp Act. He was just returned firoin his travels, 
and newly chosen into Parliament, but had not even been at 
Court. His being greatly in the power of his uncle. Lord 
Temple, explained the phenomenon. Since the Court had 
not called Lord Temple to superintend the enforcement of 
the Stamp Act, he had found or made evasions for oppos- 
ing it ; and though he pretended to abandon politics himselt^ 
he hoped to re-enter or revenge himself by his nephew, who 
had sense, political warmth, and nothing of the dissolute 
character of his contemporaries. 
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6tk. Lord Lyttelton moved to open the doors of the 
House of Lords. Lord Weymouth, a little impatient at 
waiting so long ere he was called into the Administration, 
supported him, and they made such a breach, that the 
Court maintained the seclusion but by 36 to 28. The 
motion being again renewed soon after, the Lords yielded 
to admit the Commons, and that each Lord might intro- 
duce a private person. On this the Commons re-admitted 
the Lords. 

In*^ pore momentous point the Court w as disappointed. 
Rigby and his connection, hurt at the impeytiality of Gren- 
ville’s Select Committees for trying Elections, had comforted 
themselves that they could prefer the hearing of those 
they favoured, and postpone those to which they were 
adverse; but Rose Fuller proposing unexpectedly that the 
petitions should be drawn out by ballot, the whole House 
adopted the method, and it was ordered to be made a 
rule. 

On the days of voting the army and navy there were 
lively debates, for the navy being lessened, and no new 
supplies being asked, though appearances were so hostile 
on both sides'^ in America, the Opposition presumed that 
some large after-demands would be made: and Lord John 
Cavendish hinting that he wished the Ministers would a 
little open their plan to the House, Lord Beauchamp im- 
prudently (for Lord North was absent by a fall) said he 
had passed two hours tlie preceding evening with the 
noble Lord (Lord North), and could assure the House his 
Lordship had no plan. This was exceedingly ridiculed, and 
deservedly, as it was very true. Burke made a great 
figure those two days, ridiculing with the highest wit and 
humour the inconsistency of the Ministers, their violent 
attack on America, followed by the contemptible inactivity 
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of Gage, cooped up and besieged in Boston which he was 
sent to punish ; and he exposed Sir W. Meredith cgregi- 
ously, who attempted to defend those measures. Burke 
was not less severe on the violence used against Wilkes in 
the last Parliament, and the placid admission of him into 
this. 

New edge was given to these attacks by the arrival of 
the long-intended sloop with the result bf the American 
Congress, which far outwent the utmost the Ministers had 
feared. They had flattered themselves, at least giv('n out, 
that the colonies»would submit : then that the Bostonians 
would offer compensation. At last they had hoped the 
colonies, at least the deputies, would disagree, and that at 
most a non-importation would be voted and not observed. 
Now the contrary of all this appeared. They had been 
unanimous, had voted non-importation, non-exportation 
too, and non-consumption ; had voted to sell cargoes 
ships bringing goods from England ; had determined to 
support by arms such of their brethren as should be 
attacked ; insisted on repeal of all late Acts against America, 
and not to submit till that was obtained. They sent over 
a petition to thg King, a fine recapitulation 'of their griev- 
ances; an address to the people of England (intended 
against the general election, not knowing it was over) ; 
and they had invited the people of Canada to join with 
them against the Quebec Bill. 

This intelligence threw the Administration into the 
utmost dismay and consternation, as well it might. This 
panic of the Administration may seem to, but does not at 
all, contradict my former hypothesis, of there having been 
an intention of driving all or many of the colonies into 
rebellion. That plan I impute to Lord Mansfield and 
Jenkinson, and their secret junto, who, though really the 
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confidential Ministers, were very distinct from the Admi- 
nistration. Lord North’s indolence might Well be alarmed 
at seeing the storm he would have to combat ; but even 
the junto might act panic, to disguise their own plan, and 
to excite the nation against the Americans. But could it 
be extraordinary that even the junto should be alarmed ? 
Lord Mansfield was very capable of giving pestilent advice, 
and of then trembling at the consequences. Nor was in- 
consistence at all out of character for the whole mass of 
jdnm Ihd Ministers. tVhat could be more contradictory 
than their whole conduct during the war^ how often did 
they bully, provoke, seek to conciliate, sue for peace ! 
They went to war with America, France, Spain, and 
Holland, rejecting all offers for maintaining the peace, and 
negotiating for it the moment war was proclaimed. The 
Commissioners, Lord Carlisle, Johnston, and Eden, sent 
^New York to offer peace ; the despatch of Cumberland 
to Spain ; the negotiations kept up with Holland through 
Count Welderen and Sir Joseph Yorke from the moment 
the rupture was made ; and the constant various channels 
opened and l 5 ;ept open in France, was one tissue of insolence, 
timidity, ohstihacy, and indecision. The ^rashness of the 
Administration had lighted up a civil war in America, in 
which it might be equally fatal to advance or recede. In 
order to extend the prerogative, they had taught the nation 
to be warm for the sovereignty over America, and now 
many of them were ready to give up America rather than 
push the contention any farther. The Butists were for 
driving on, Lord North for compromising, the Bedfords 
for either, to save their plans. Some of the underlings 
advised to withdraw our pensions from the Indians, that 
they might fall on the colonies — a horrible idea, and not 
a new one, 04 mil appear hereafter, Jn this distraction the 
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Parliament adjourned for the holidays, and the year ended, 
though not till the American merchants had advertised for 
a meeting ; and even those of Glasgow wei’e mutinous, 
though Lord Frederic Campbell had been commissioned 
to reside there, to keep them quiet. Before the end of the 
year 11,000^. a year was saddled on Ireland in additional 
pensions to Members of Parliament, except 3000/. a year 
to the Queen of Denmark.* 


2 The national debt at this time was less tftaii it had been in 1767 by 
amounted to 128,524,332?. la. ld„ the nine and a half millions.— D. 
interest to 4,543,2 12?. 4s. 3(Z. The debt 
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37*i:2.^^REMARKABLE Advertisement. — “For the ‘Public 
Advertfeer,’ — Intelligence Extraordinary..—- We hear that 
the candidates to succeed the late Mr. Bradsha'vt as 

K ’s friend are Messrs. Pinchbeck and Macreth, Sir 

William Meredith, Mr. Cornwall, Dr. Hunter, man- 

midwife and tittle-tattler to her M y, and Mademoiselle 

Kroram, the nursery-maid. It is thought Mr. Pinchbeck 
has the least chance, having long had a promise.” 

4th. The American merchants, instigated chiefly by 
Hayley, Wilkes’s brother-in-law, one of their number, met, 
and determined to petition Parliament against the late mea- 
sures of Administration, which had brought their trade into 
such danger. ’They chpse three merchants for each colony 
to be a committee. 

\0th. Was published Mr. Burke’s famous speech on the 
proposed repeal of the tea-duty, in the last Parliament. 
This speech will illustrate and prove the character I have 
given of his eloquence in former pages. It also remark- 
ably confi^rms the characters and account I have given, in 
my Memoirs, of George Grenville and Charles Townshend, 
’and of Lord Chatham’s last Administration. With the 
quickest conception and amazing facility of elocution, with 
great strength of argumentation, and with all the powers 
of imagination and memory, the speech I refer to has 
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great defects. The redundancy of images, the pursuit of 
wit, even to puerility, the want of judgj^ent and sobriety, 
and the still greater want of art to touch the passions, rank 
this great composition (which was the greater, as it was 
spoken unpremeditated) but with the species of imperfect 
eloquence. The occasion ivas too serious for so much levity, 
and an orator who, when he should persuade or deprecate, 
makes his audience only wonder or smile, shows he had 
rather shine than gain his cause, and cannot touch his 
hearers when he discovers that he Inmself is unaffected by 
his subject. The part the Ministers were taking could but 
be of, the last importance to Britain. It aimed at sub- 
jecting the colonies, and it risked the ruiri both of' them 
and of the empire itself. Was that a moment for Cicero 
to be as profuse of playful metaphors and fancy as Ovid ? 
Yet Burke did not want views in this oration. His con- 
cealed objects were to represent Lord Chatham as debili- 
tated by age, to misrepresent Conway as corrupted and 
swerved from his patronage of the Americans, and thence, 
if the Ministry should be overturned, to hold out Lord 
Bockiugham as the sole tutelary saint of Amerifia. Thence 
the principal part that Conway had held»Iii the Stamp 
Act was but stated as official, while all the firmness of the 
measure was ascribed to Lord Kockingham ; and that in- 
capable nervous puppet was held up as the only Saviour, 
that Burke, his prompter and tutor, might govern in his 
name. Yet, while all the measures, and violences, and 
timidity, and inconsistency of Administration were su- 
premely ridiculed, the last pages of the oration stated such 
high and despotic principles, that Burke both left himself, 
a subterftige for acceding even to the views of the Court, or 
showed that, whatever attacks he made on Ministers from 
disappointed or eager ambition, he did not essentially differ 
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in his maxims from the most arbitrary system. His false 
imputation on Copiray’s most disinterested and indomitable 
virtue was still more profligate in a man who had been so 
deeply immersed in stockjobbing at the very moment that, 
as a senator, he ought to have anathematized the practice ; 
and who but last year had shrunk -from the poor oppressed 
Caribs, because, as guilty as their oppressors, he had 
coveted, and bought from their ignorance, for a trifle, a 
vast tract of their land, and had admitted Charles Fox, 
t^el^ j^^inister, to a participation of the intended profits, 
in hopes of obtaining by his interest a cpnfirmation of his 
purchase. Conway was generally irresolute from excess 
of conscientious scruples ; when Burke deserted his party 
if was from high tenets, as on the subscription to the 
Thirty-nine Articles, or to secure a good bargain in a 
fraudulent acquisition ; but both in his stockjobbing and 
his purchase his judgment proved as erroneous as in his 
oratory and in his politics. 

The American merchants were very temperate. Some 
thought that Lord North himself had promoted the meet- 
ing, hoping the merchants would be mediators between the 
Parliament tfed the colonies. It is certain that all the 
Administration was in the greatest consternation, and Lord 
North was much inclined to recede. Some of his friends 
wished him, to give up the obnoxious bills ; and some went 
so far as to propose to give up the colonies themselves, and 
make a perpetual treaty of alliance and commerce with 
them. But, on the other hand. Lord Mansfield and the 
junto, of, whom Jenkinson and Cornwall had most weight, 
suggested violent measures, and it was proposed to refrain 
the presents to the Indian nations, that they might fall on 
the colonies. Lord Mansfield, underhand, gave hot advice 
as long as he could secretly, and as not responsible; and 
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the probability was that Lord Mansfield would advise 
rashness and prevail to lj|^ve it employtd, and that Lord 
North would dissuade it, submit, and execute it ill or poorly. 
The Bedfords were not less alarmed, and wavered between 
both opinions. Lord North, naturally indolent, would go 
out of town at Christmas, instead of attending Councils 
and determining on nieasures. In the mean time bad 
news pom*ed in. Glasgow itself, where Lord Frederic 
Campbell was kept to prevent violent resolutions in the 
merchants, could hardly be restrained from protesting 
against the conduct of the Government. The West Indian 
merchants voted a petition, with only nine dissenting 
voices, who were all Scotch. Accounts came of vast de- 
sertions of the soldiers at Boston, and that three officers of 
Lord Percy’s regiment there were amongst the mutinous. 
The King wept ..to General Howe on these notices, and 
said he had never been so much distressed before ; yet his 
favourites kept up his spirits, and he and they prevailed 
over sahitary councils. Lord Bute himself was not of the 
number. Lord Beauchamp,’ who had married the sister 
of Lord Mouutstewart’s wife, and who was for pacific mea- 
sures, complained to me that Lord Mansfield would sur- 
mount Lord North’s temperate wishes; “for,” said Lord 
Beauchamp, “ if there is any seci’et influence, it is Lord 
Mansfield’s.” At the very eve of the meeting of the Parlia- 
ment the warlike part of the Cabinet prevailed, and four 
more regiments were ordered for Boston. 

19 iA. The^Parliament met. Lord North laid extracts 
from a great quantity of American papers before the House, 
and moved to have them considered on that day sevenhight.* 


* Franoia Lord Beauchamp, son of daughters and co-heiresscs of the Lord 
Lord Hertford, and Lord Mountstewart, Viscount Windsor, 
son of the Earl of Bute, hod fharried the 
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Burke observed there were none from Maryland, to which 
no satisfactory answer was given^ 

20^/t. Lord Chatham, after notitying in the public papers 
that he would make a motion on that day, appeared in the 
House of Lords, and kept his word ; but, being above 
communicating with or consulting those whom he yet ex- 
pected to support him, and not being at all fortunate on 
such occasions iif choosing his measure with judgment, he 
cri^ely and absurdly proposed an Address to the King to 
rec^l fhe troops fron^ Boston, giving no tolerable reason 
for so precipitate and premature a step, 'but that it would 
be an earnest of pacific intentions. It would, indeed, have 
been a good deal more — total submission to America 
without any stipulations. The rest of his speech was very 
hostile, not only to the Ministry, but to the Secret Junto, 
whom he treated, as well as the Ministers, with proper 
contempt. He said Whig measures must always pre- 
vail in this country ; that there were three millions of 
Whigs in America, and all Ireland was Whig ; and many 
in England, though some of our great Lords temporised for 
places : but if there were any remains of such Tories in 
the Cabinet a^ had cost the Stuarts the Crown, they 
would be pulled out when they had made the Crown sit 
uneasy on the King’s head. The Ministers, he said, 
had shown their incapacity, were checkmated, and had not 
a move to make. But he would knock at the door of 
Administration till they hgard him. He ^rraigned, too, 
the late dissolution. Lord Suffolk, who spoke better 
than ordinary, defended the dissolution, and said he had 
‘advised it ; that the Ministers had determined on coercive 
measures, and would lay their plan before the Houses on 
Thursday. Lord Shelburne supported the motion, and 
talked of the bodies of people that would appear against 
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the present measures. Lord Lyttelton declaimed against 
Lord Chatham, -and, not^much to the satisfaction of the 
Court, against General Gage. Lord Camden spoke with 
great energy on Lord Chatham’s side, against involuntary 
taxation and the Declaratory Law, which, he said, he would 
maintain against any lawyer in England ; but the lawyer 
both he and Lord Chatham aimed at was pitifully absent, 
pretending it was usual to summon the Lords on any 
unusual motion. It was positively said just now that he 
had declared he would give no farther advice, he knew 
not what to advise. Lord Townshend was warm and 
empty for the Court. Lord Gower urged the propriety 
of the troops remaining at Boston to encourage and protect 
the friends of Government ; and, indeed, th(? Court c^uld 
so justly show the unseasonableness of the motion, that 
all who wished to pay court had a better excuse for it than 
they generally cared whether they had or not ; the waver- 
ing went after them, and even the Opposition could scarce 
bring themselves to swallow cither Lord Chatham’s 
haughtiness or absurdity. The Duke of Richmond told 
me that for two hours he could scarce resolve to vote for 
the motion; and when he did, after some few feeble sen- 
tences from Lord Rockingham, the Duke, leaving the 
question, attacked the Ministers on the base and timid 
conduct of the Qourt on the affair of Falkland’s Island, it 
having just appeared in the Defence of M. de Guinea 
that we had offered to disarm first? Lord Rochford intre- 

* Though liord Eochford had the api^red there that Lord Stormont hud^ 
confidence to deny this, solemnly, it was desired to have some expressions in those * 
in the month of April following, letters altered; and from two of the 
by the publication of the correspond- letters that we had absolutely offered 
ence between the Due d’Aiguillon and to disarm first. 

M, de Gmnes, on the latter's cause. It 
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pidly denied it, said both Courts had agreed to disarm on 
the same day, and France and Sgain had begun to disarm 
first. But was it probable that M, de Guines had without 
any reason published a false fact, or that Lord Rochford, 
pressed and attacked, affirmed a direct falsehood? The 
Duke asked if we had made no promise of restoring the 
island ? Lord Rochford denied that too : yet we had re- 
linquished the island! Lord Weymouth said a few words 
a^{|nstthe motion, but with so many compliments to Lord 
Chl'dian), that he seemed to think the latter would still be 
Minister once more. 

At eight at night the motion was thrown out by 68 
votes and 9 proxies to 18. The Duke of Cumberland 
vot^ in the 'minority; Lord Coventry and Lord Gros- 
venor, usual followers of Lord Chatham, in the majority. 
A few others of the Opposition retired without voting. 
Lord Temple, who had again veered to the Stamp Act, 
was absent. 

23rd. Hayley presented to the House of Commons the 
petition of the merchants of London trading to America, 
aild moved to have it referred to the same Committee as 
the American'papers, but the Ministerial party moved to 
refer it to a Committee only; which, after debating till 
six, was carried by 197 to 81. Then Burke presented a 
like petition from Bristol, which had the same fate; as 
another from Bristol had, presented by Cruger. The 
chief speakers for the petition were Burke, Charles Fox, 
T. Townshend, Lord John Cavendish, and Captain Lut- 
trell ; against, Lord North, Sir Gilbert Elliot, and Lord 
Clare. 

The merchants, angry at the cold reception of their 
petition, met again, and voted to recall it, which they did. 
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by pleading it would hurt them to have their affairs 
so publicly exposed, and desiring to withdraw their 
petition.® 

'2&th. There was a debate in the Commons against ob- 
serving the 30th of January, but it was maintained by 
138 to 50. Wilkes said he should certainly vote against 
keeping mat day as a fast, having always observed it as a 
festival. Mr. Eden, a young hopeful lawyer,'* just brought 
into Parliament by the Duke of Marlborough, and who 
had written a sensible book on the law, ojiened first in this 
debate, but with no success. 

I'he same day Alderman Ilayley presented a ])ctition 
from another body of merchants, praying it might be read 
with the American papers ; this occasioned a long debate, 
and the request was rejected by 250 to 89. Lord George 
Germaine (who, by his friendship with Lord Mansfield 
and Wedderburn, was now much consulted by the Cabinet 
as he was warm against the Americans *) distinguished, 
himself much on this occasion. He defended all the Acts 
of the last session, except the Quebec Bill, which, he said, 
he had not attended, and with parts of which he found 
fault. He said, too, that if the American^, had petitioned, 
he would willingly have presented their petition; but if tlu'y 
resisted for what they called their rights, he would treat 
them with a Eoman severity. Charles Fox attacked Lord 


® These merchants had also other 
grounds of dissatisfaction, as may bo 
gathered from the following paragraph 
in the ‘Middlesex Jourmil’ for Janu- 
ary 5 “ No less than five ships arrived 
in the river last week from America ; 
but the mouths of every soul on board 
are locked up, and Lord North has got 
the key of them. This has alarmed the 
merchants concenied in the American 
trade very much.” — ^D. 

YOL. I, 


♦ Mr. Eflen (the first Lord Auckland, 
1793), third son of Bir liobi.Tt Kden, 
Bart., was at this time Momlfcr for 
Woodstock, and was tliirty-throe years 
of age. He became a correct, fluent^ 
and argumentative speaker, an able 
writer, and a skilful diplomatist. Ho 
died in 1814.-1). 

® He was severely treated in the pub- 
lic papers on tliis account. 

2 G 
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North violently, who replied that, though the gentleman 
had blamed all his administration, yet he had defended 
and Supported much of it ; nor did he know how he had 
deserved his reproaches. Fox started up, and said he 
would tell the noble Lord how — by every species of false- 
hood and treachery. Fox was called to order ; he rejoined 
diat he saw the House would hear all invectivest)nly from 
one side. Sir G. Saville told the Ministers he saw they 
were determined to make war on the Americans, but 
^^r^ them they would be beaten. Barr^ spoke well, and 
wira much ridicule on» the last Parliament, which, he said, 
had died in the Catholic faith, and left m a rebellion foi^ 
a legacy. On this debate, the Marquis of Caerraarthen, 
only son of the Duke of Leeds, and son-in-law of those 
favourites Lord and Lady Holderness, and himself much 
caressed by the Court, was the first to start up and go out 
on the division with the minority. It was said he had been 
refused some fiivour he had asked. Lord George Gordon, 
brother of the Duke, also voted on that side. Sir James 
Lowther, son-in-law of Lord Bute, dissatisfied also, had 
reconciled himself to his great enemy the Duke of Port- 
land, and was ^ gone over to the Rockingham party, with 
seven or eight members he commanded. 

A petition fi'om Mr. Lee, Dr. Franklin, and Mr. Bolland, 
agents from the colonies, desiring to be heard on the petition 
firom the Congress to the King, was presented, but rejected 
by 218 to 68. 
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Isf. Losb Chatham, pursuing his own ideas, and stili 
flattering himself that he could prevail, as in the height of 
his popularity, presented a bill (which he boasted of having 
communicated to nobody) to the ‘Hoilse of Lords, calling 
it a Bill for Conciliating America. Its tendency was to 
abrogate the Declaratory Act, but declaring a supremacy 
over the colonies in all cases but for taxation ; allowing a 
Congress to meet at Philadelphia in May next, in which 
they should acknowledge the restricted supremacy, and 
grant a benevolence to the King under the disposition of 
Parliament. He spoke better than he had done of late. 
Lord Dartmouth owned himself willing to admit the bill 
for some future consideration ; declared his own wishes for 
peace, though still ready to maintain the supremacy. 
Lord Sandwich declared warmly for rejecting the yil, 
which the Ministers agreed to reject. As a reason for 
immediately reducing the colonies to obedience, he urged 
that they would soon be plentifully supplied, as ships 
were loading for them in the Dutch and French sea- 
ports. It is remarkable that, not a month before this, the 
Court had published in the public papers an order from 
the Court of France to their merchants not to supply our 
colonies, an order, as our Ministers pretended, obtained at 
their intercession the French Court adding that wo 
should seize such cargoes. This was ridiculed in the news- 
papers some 3ays after. Lord Gower quoting some words 
used long ago in’ the House of Commons by Lord Chatham, 

2 o 2 



452 ■ last journals op HORACE WALPOLE. Feb. 

the latter complained of such unfair proceeding, and flatly 
denied the words, as he had been used to do in the House 
of Commons. Lord Gower apologised for his unfairness, 
but maintained the truth of his quotation. Lord Lyttel- 
ton, though against the new bill, would have received it 
from respect for the author. Lord Temple professed the 
same respect, but lamented tj^e mischief the inttoduction 
of the bill would ^0 ; said the Ministers had been right in 
all former measures against America, and had not sinned 
tiH l^^year by their •intemperate bills and manner of 
passfng^^them.^ The ’Duke of Grafton said he differed 
from all sides, had a plan of his own, and would propose 
it ; complained of Lord Chatham’s manner of hurrying on 
his bill; to which the latter replied, his old friend the 
Duke seemed as eager to hurry it out. Lord Camden, 
the Duke of Kichmond, and Lord Shelburne, the last 
with strong invectives on the weakness of the Ministers, 
supported the bill ; but it was rejected at ten at night by 
68 to 32. Lord Weymouth was absent out of compliment 
to Lord Chatham, and Lord Mansfield from poltroonery, 
on which, when the King was told at night, he joked 
openly before his servants.* 

The same day Sawbridge renewed his motion for 
triennial parliaments, to which the Ministers did not 
vouchsafe ap answer. Wilkes supported the motion, and 
a young Mr. Moysey, son of a physician at Bath, for the 
first time, and very well. The motion was rejected by 
195 to 104. 


* ♦ ^ The last Congress, he said, had been 
plainly rebellions, 

? For the * PubUo Advertiser.' — 
Epigram on Lord Mansfield’s declaring 
in the House of Ijords that the Kubicon 


was passed, and then appearing there no 
more : — 

« ^ The Rubicon is pass’d, ? 
Mansfield, ‘ The Rubienffb pass’d,’ replied; 
Oaesar press’d on, came, saw, and won the day ; 
—But what's becCme of Mansfield? —Bun 
away T 
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2 nd. Lord North, mHo had in vain hurried on the 
supplies before Christmas to prevent reinforcmcnU beiny 
sent to America, noio being overborne by the Secret Junto, 
and not having resolution or honesty enough to adhere to 
his own opinion, produced part of his plan for carrying on 
the war. The most memorable topics of his speech, which 
was larded with violence and moderation, as his oWn 
humour or the plan that had been given him took their 
turn, wei*e these : that jurisdiction mpst be kept up with 
legislation ; that it was essential present not to repeal 
the Acts of the last session, as it was necessary to njaintain 
authority, which was well worth all the exertion of cveryforce 
in this country. The non-importation and nou-exportation 
agreement, he maintained, was not Hkcly to be observed. 
That the nation must contribute to relieve the distresses 
of its traders, should there be any. When, he asked, 
was the time when foreign powers would not take ad- 
vantage of our difficulties? We had tried our strenggih 
elsewhere in the last war, though not against the Americans, 
Should we be defeated, we should but be where we were 
now. But would they come to accommodation ? shekthe 
the sword— but was anybody authorised to say they would ? 
If they would grant supplies by requisition, he would not 
go to war. He would move an Address to the King to 
take all proper means of reducing America, but would 
acquaint the House that he had other measures to propose 
on a future day. It was determined to reinforce General 
Gage ; four regiments were to go, and his army to be in- 
creased to 10,000 men. There would also be regulations 
with regard to their trade. If they would not trade witli 
us, it was just they should not trade with others. The 
object was great, the attempt honest 5 no better means had 
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been proposed. He meant to prevent the refractory 
colonies from fishing in our seas. 

Dunning answered him, and complained of. the manner 
in which the papers had been garbled in order to make 
bad appear worse, the effect of bad measures. He 
asked if the wealth of this country was to be employed on 
bankrupt merchants? and were the ‘lives to be lost to be 
counted for nothing ? He believed the noble Lord was 
oyclbqme by the viglenpe of others in the Cabinet, whom 
he wdfeld pledge himself to impeach. He would take 
upon himself to say there had been no' illegality in the 
meeting of the Congress. He hoped the authors of these 
evils would be known.® 

The Attorney-General replied* that, while Government 
existed, Acts of Parliament must be obeyed. Five thou- 
sand men were in arras at the town of Worcester in New 
Hampshire, which he had given ^his opinion was an act of 
l^h treason. Colonel Grant, a Scot, who had served in 
America, said it was his opinion the Americans would 
recede if we showed spirit ; that their army, if they had 
onb, must perish in the field. He said he had served 
there all the last war ; that in their conversation they said, 
those heathens of regular troops, yet they w— ^d and drank 
as much themselves. Yet his opiniomwas that there should 
be a person appointed to treat with the North Americans. 

Charles Fox entered into the whole history and argu- 
ment of -the dispute, with great force and temper, and made 
the greatest figure he had done yet, in a Speech of an hour 

® Mr. Punning bade the country gen- and he bade them observe too that by 
tlemen take notice that Ldrd North c(^eniSng to this war they agreed to 
woidd saddle them with the bankrupt that proposition, 
merchants and ruined manufacture ; 
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and twenty minutes. He said the greatest folly of his life 
was in having supported Lord J^orth, with which his 
Lordship was always upbraiding him. He threw some 
reflections on George Grenville as author of the Stamp 
Act, which drew up the latter’s son, who had not yet 
opened. He defended his father 1both with spirit and 
decency, and gained great favour with the House by his 
pleasing manner. Yet he would not, he said, blame those 
who .had repealed the Stamp Act,^ and owned the Charter 
Bill had united all America against us. He would not 
let go the rein since we could not hold it tight enough. 
If he gave his vote for the Address, it would be that the 
Americans might not think they were encouraged. Yet 
he did not vote, which, with his vote on the first day, 
showed that, though Lord Temple’s factious discrepancy 
held him back, his heart was against the Court; and it 
was said he bitterly resented the King’s treatment of lus 
father. Lord Stanley spoke for the Address, and Lord 
Lumley, son of the Earl of Scarborough, for the first time, 
against it; both without any weight. Mr. .Powis stated 
the difllculties on both sides in a sensible manner, and did 
not divide with either. Some other young' men spoke, and 
Burke a few words ; but the time spent by the young men, 
and the heat of the House; and the ignorance of the leaders 
in Opposition of the measures to be proposed, put an end 
to the debate much sooner than was expected, so that be- 
fore twelve a 'division arrived on an amendment proposed 
by Charles Fox, which tended to leave out all the substance 
of the Address, which was carried, and it was a vote for a 
civil war^ by 304 to 105 ; so that this Parliament at)pearea 
to. be even more corrupt and servile than the two last.^ 

The want of policy in the Opposition was not less 


^Commencement of the war. 
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notorious. This was the day on which they should have 
madp their principal sland and protest against the tyranny 
of the Court, but they had neither information, nor policy, 
nor union. Lord North, by his lazy dilatoriness, had given 
time, after venting his hostile intentions, to apprise the 
Americans of those *intentions a fortnight before Ad- 
ministration took a single step. The agents and friends 
of the colonists probably despatched intelligence, but Op- 
positiou did nothing : it did not even unite. Lord Chatham 
wa^'mn and empty ^ Lord Rockingham empty, and as 
dilatory as Lord North. Wilkes was broken and tired of 
the struggle. Yet Lord North, with all his faults, was 
capable of one still greater — though wishing and professing 
moderation, he was capable of lending himself to all the 
injustice of the Court if his own professions should dupe 
the Americans into submission. 

, When the Address was put, the numbers were 296 for 
it, 106 against it. 

Qth. The Address was reported and fought till three in 
the morning, but with no more spirit than the preceding 
day. Burke made a long pathetic speech, and drew a 
picture of the' Smithfield preparing for the American 
martyrs. Barrb spoke with more fire, and lamented the 
fate of the brave officers who we»e to be sent against their 
own countrymen, and he taunted the Court with neglect 
and ill-usage of the Admirals Saunders and Keppel, whom, 
however, they called out if any real servfce was to be 
done. He seemed to intimate that he despaired of doing 
any good, and would try no longer., Many of the Opposi- 
tion were disposed to secede — a very silly measure — but 
thei Duke of Richmond withheld them. Lord North 
affected still great disposition to peace. Wedderburn 
.went farther, and said an anjnesty would be published if 
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the Americans submitted, icith few cxceptiom. This was 
severely taken up the next day in the House of Lords by 
the Duke of Kichmond. The Address was carried by 288 
to 105. 

In this debate first appeared anotlier admired young 
speaker, Sir Robert Smith, who fplly possessed himself, 
like his contemporaries, and showed his confidence not 
only by beginning with a reply to Burke, but by laughing 
at his metaphors ; yet falling into the. same lault himself; 
and perceiving that the House observed it, he came off 
adroitly by saying the example had spoiled him, for evil 
communications corrupted good manners. 

7th. The Address was communicated to the Lords, but 
a dispute arrived whether Lord Dartmouth, who was to 
open it, should begin, or Lord Rockingham, who offered a 
petition from the merchants, who being rejected by the 
House of Commons had applied to them; but this was 
postponed, on which several Lords protested, and the mer- 
chants resolved to petition the King. 

The Address was much more warinly fought there, 
though Lord Chatham was not present, being or pre- 
tending to be ill ; but Lord Mansfield was, and the whole 
fire fell on him, the Duke of Richmond and Lord Shel- 
burne, in the most personal manner, accusing him of being 
the sole author of the and the confidential Minister, 
and threatening him with impeachment. He was exceed- 
ingly agitated, and tried to disculpate himself ; but, after 
confessing he had been in all secrets in the last rei^n, and 
had often been called to council in this, he pleaded having 
begged to be dispensed with, denied any share in the 
Duke of Grafton’s administration on the tea-duty, on 
which he laid the whole cause of the present war, and 
affirmed that he had seen none of the late bills nor read 
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the despatches till before the House. It was touch more 
remarkable that he made no answer to the Duke of Rich- 
mond, who reproached him with his late journey to France 
under the name of Dr. Murray, nor to Lord Shelburne’s 
accusing him of his being the confidential Minieter, though 
the latter again pressed it upon him, after calling out 
aloud to one part of his denial “ That is a falsehood.” He 
was stiU more hurt by the Duke of Grafton,* who, being 
ofteme^ at the atta^pk pf the tea-duty, said he supposed 
Lord Mansfield laid the whole blame on that to excuse 
himself from everything else he had advisfed. ‘ The Duke 
of Richmond urged the insufficience of the fleet, and urged 
their bad manceuvres at the royal review at Portsmouth, 
where he allowed Captain Barrington had shone. Lord 
Sandwich gave a very satisfactory account of the fleet; 
and though he confessed Barrington’s merit, said, in the 
words of ‘ Chevy Chase,’ he hoped he had forty as good as 
he. Lord Camden spoke with great weight, and was 
attacked by Lord Lyttelton as encouragcr of the American 
rebellion, but, attempting to reason, the last succeeded 
poorly. The debate lasted till two in the morning — a 
most unusual sitting for that House — when the Address was 
carried by 104 to 29. The 9>th, eighteen Lords signed a 
protest, drawn up by Lord Camden ‘ and Edmund Burke. 

The House of Lords had jgftten into a new scrape 
which loaded them with signal disgrace and showed the 
Court’s timidity in a new instance. Lord Lyttelton had 
promised, when they opened their doors to strangers, that 
.he wo^ complain if their debates were published. They 
were published, and he did complain. Their Lordships 

* Not only Lord Camden now con- Lord Bockinglia^ stayed with him two 
•versed with the Bockingham party, W hours, and jpromis^ to make no more 
Lord Chatham himself went to visit motions without consulting them. 
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sent their serjeant, Sir Francis Moleswortb, to take up the 
printer. He went, but the man was not at home. ‘Next 
day, by Wilkes’s instigation, the printer wrote to Sir 
Francis to tell him at what time he would be at home, 
and would expect him, but the Lords did not.dare to send 
their messenger again, as Wilkes — Lord Mayor, would 
have committed their serjeant to prison, the printer living 
within the liberties of the City, and then the Lords must 
have committed Wilkes himself to the Tower, which they 
did not dare to venture. 

The whole ooject, indeed, of the Court seemed to be 
to subdue A nierica first : for this — though sure of so very 
servile a Parliament — the King, though overwhelmed with 
debts, yielded, to ^aive application for payment of them 
and for increase of his civil list, though sure to obtain 
both if the expense of the war had not intervened. But 
when he waived so much, and the House of Lords bore so 
much, it was plain what despotism they flattered them- 
selves would follow from the conquest of America. That 
war, averse as Lord North was — though more criminal by 
supporting it against his opinion — was eagerly pushed. 
They had oflFered a peerage and everything else he could 
ask to Sir Jeffery Amherst to take the command, and 
for a week they thought he had consented, but his wife 
dissuaded him, and he gave for answer that he could not 
bring himself to command against the Americans, to whom 
be had been so much obliged. General Howe was not so 
grateful. On Amherst’s refusal the Court resolved to 
continue Gage* in the command, though they had. blamed 
him, and, by the application to Amherst, affronted him ; 


® €teneml Gage was not only very rican, and, it was supposed, betrayed all 
insuflScient, but wile was an Ame- his orders to her countrymen. 
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but they sent three major-generals to serve under him — 
Howe, Bjirgoyne, and Clinton. The Duke of Eichinond 
artfully in the Lords complained of the cruelty of sending 
Howe to command against Boston, when the first object 
he would behold there would be the monument they had 
erected there to his brother slain in the last war. Howe 
was one of those brave and silent brothers, and was 
reckoned sensible, though so silent that nobody knew 
'vA%h|^ he was or npt. Burgoyne had offered himself to 
this service ; he was a vain, very ambitious man, with a 
half understanding that was worse than i;ohe ; Clinton had 
not that fault, for he had no sense at all. When this 
resolution was taken it was said that they also sent orders 
to Gage to seize and send over the cjfief loaders of the 
Americans. 

10th. Lord North moved for leave to bring in a bill for 
putting the trade of America with England, Ireland, and 
the West Indies under temporary restrictions, and for re- 
straining the refi’actory provinces from fishing on the banks 
of Newfoundland. As this bill was founded on the sup- 
posed rebellion of the Massachussets, the evidence of such 
rebellion was much contested by Dunning, Burke, Glynn, 
T. Townshend, Lord J. Cavendish, and Sir George Saville, 
and maintained by the Attorney and Solicitor General, 
and Sir Fletcher Norton the Speaker. The rest of Lord 
North’s arguments, and the foolish conduct of the Ad- 
ministration, were well exposed, and are as well and more 
shortly summed up in an account of that debate in the 
‘ I^ipndon Chronicle ’ of Feb. 11th. Leave was granted to 
brjng In the bill at twelve a,t night by 261 against 85. 
Lord North’s temporising or dilatoriness appeared in the 
manner of conducting this bill. It was moved for but on 
February 10th, was sure of dccasioniiTg many contests in 
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both Houses, so it could not at soonest arrive in America 
before the end of March, by which time the fishing season 
would be over, and the bill, which, if it took place, would 
starve the Massachussets, could have no effect till a full 
year should be expired. 

\Zth. The Ministry asked the 2000 seamen of the 
House of Commons which they had refused before Christ- 
mas. The proposal was rather debated than opposed, 
without a division, for about three hours. Temple Luttrell, 
brother of the Duchess of CumbedaiuJ, a wit and a poet, 
spoke against the motion in a stylo both turgid and flat. 
He printed his speech in the newspapers, which was much 
abused, as was Lord Chatham’s very ill-worded return to 
the thanks of the Common Council for his conduct. 

But in the midst of the highflown measures of Adminis- 
tration against the colonies, 

On the l^th the town was astonished to hear that Lord 
North intended the very next day to offer terms of pacifi- 
cation to America. Had this been done before he bad 
seduced the Parliament into the utmost violence, it might 
have worn some show of moderation. Now it appeared a 
sudden panic, and probably was so, though, to palliate it, 
it was given out that very favourable accounts were arrived 
from General Gage of the more moderate persons endea- 
vouring to stem the rage of their countrymen, and at- 
tempting associations to oppose the resolutions of the Con- 
gress. Many suspected that alarming intelligence of the 
Spaniards arming was come. That Lord North, biassed 
by Lord Dartmouth, should seize any moment of insinu- 
ating more temper was not surprising. He had, cout|prj 
to his opinion and indolence, been hurried by the Scotch 
part of the Cabinet, and by Lord Gower and Lord Suffolk, 
into extremities. It was still more probable that Lord 
Mansfield was frightened, and that Lord Gower, alarmed' 
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by the offensive conduct of his brother-in-law the Earl of 
Dunmore, Governor of Virginia, and lately, of New York 
(of Which more will be said hereafter when that scene of 
iniquity shall come forth), had also indined to some show 
of moderation. There were reasons for thinking so, for 
Eigby, a blustering but very timid politician, who took no 
open part this winter, and affectedly kept out of town 
some days in eve^ week, happening to go bn the preced- 
ing T^rsday, Lord Gower had promised Lord North to 
obifManicate the intended • motion (which had been very 
privately settled by a very few) to Eigby, and yet neglected 
it, Eigby learning it only on the very day of the motion on 
his return to town by a letter from Eden,^ the new confiden- 
tial agent of Lord North in the House of Commons ; and 
when Eigby blamed the motion. Lord Gower could find 
no better excuse to plead for it than that it would please 
the Duke of Grafton, who had been originally on the side 
of America. It did appear thah the Cabinet was broken 
into factions, and that the crisis had suggested to their fears 
to shift for themselves. Eigby and Lord Weymouth (the 
latter not in place) leant towards Lord Chatham ; Lord 
Gower, by his wife’s means, was courting Lord Eocking- 
ham. All of them hated or were jealous of Lord North. 
Lord Mansfield was connected with Lord Gower, Lord 
Suffolk, Lord George Germaine, and Wedderburn. The 
latter was enemy of Thurlow, the creature of Lord Wey- 
mouth.® Whatever, or whichever of these little factions, 
directed the motion,^ — 

was the creatuie of Weddeav his plaee, could not carry on the secret 
hum, hc4 been recomh^dfid by i businesa. 

Lord Suffolk to Lord North to replace • It ttbs believed that threats from the 
Robinscm, Secretapr of the Treasury, Oppoation of impeacidng Lord North 
who managed all the business of elec- had a hand in this trunming. The King 
tions, and the. corruption of Mmnbers. was displeased with Lord North for 
.Robinson had been disabled by a stroke yielding to U. 
of the palsy ; and though he retained W ' 
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On the '2,0th it was opened by Lord North, and held 
out offeraito the Americans, hollow ones indeed, of letting 
them tax themselves, though that tax subject to revision 
here, and promising faintly, if any single colony would 
accept the overture, not to tax it. Thi.s proposition was 
the more absurd now, as it was almost the same as the 
plan offered by Xord Chatham, except that his was ad- 
dressed to the Congi’ess, and this to each jingle colony, which 
all must see could only mean* to divide them. The House 
of Lords had even disdained to hear.Lord Chatham’s bill 
read, and now the Minister himself aped him in the House 
of Commons. The motion was received with astonishment 
and indignation, for the Court had worked up both the Par- 
liament and people to such a frenzy for the supremacy 
over America, that a proposal of terms to them seemed 
a debasement of this country’s dignity. Poor Ellis, in no 
secrets, was the first to express his disdain, and even to the 
last voted against it. Lord North now trembled again, 
and the House seemed violently inclined to reject the 
motion. Charles Fox exposed the fluctuation of the 
Minister in able terras, and Dunning too, and Barre. 
Burke called on Rigby and Thurlow, but they were silent. 
At last the Junto, finding their puppet North was disre- 
garded, were forced to assist him, and recall the mutineers, 
who obeyed the summons, when sure they obeyed those in 
the secret. Sir Gilbert Elliot* gave the tone, and then 
Wedderburn^ but the latter broke forth from all candour, 
and crammed the motion down, by protesting no lenity, 
no relaxation of severity was in reality intended — -a con- 
duct, however prudent by immediately securing the 
of the day, so demonstrative of the juggle, and so ill 


• Father of th6 first Lord Minto. He died iu 17T7.— D. 
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calculated to have any effect on the colonies, that, unless 
they could be excluded from all knowledge of transac- 
tions 'in Parliament, which is impossible, they could con- 
ceive nothing but contempt and distrust of measures in 
which appeared as little sincerity as stability. Charles 
Fox moved for the Chairman’s leaving the chair, and 
at half an hour after ten at night, thp question being 
put, it was resolved in the negative by 271 to 88,*“ and 
the^\.ddress passed in the Committee, but, being inter- 
pre|^d™a money-bill, the Lords were saved from the 
disgrape of adopting a .measure they had so lately scorned 
from Lord Chatham, 

Without the House people were amazed, and this alter- 
nate vicissitude of peace and war much ridiculed ; yet the 
stocks rose, probably because the Minister of the Finances 
seemed rather pacific. 

On the 22mi arrived a day which had long given the 
Court a greater panic ; but the .Court allowed too little 
to its own influence. This was the motion Wilkes had 
threatened of rescinding every step of the last Parliament 
on the Middlesex election. Lord North had even declared 
he would resign if he could not throw out the motion ; but 
they who knew Kim knew he hung between aversion to his 
situation and the advantages he expected from it, and that 
the latter \tould still preponderate. The moment he made 
the declaration, too, was that of his learning the adverse 
success of the American Congress — ^when his terrors sug- 
gested to him to catch at the first miscarriage of any other 
sort, in order to escape from that knotty and dangerous 
task. The fears of the Court arose from the obligation 


Some few of the courtiers voted with of the Oppositioii for it, because it was 

Ellis against the motion as pacific; some pacific. 
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members for counties and popular boroughs were under of 
humouring their constituents by voting for Wilkes, the 
idol of the people, ,jind by so many members of the late 
Opposition, who, though now renegades, had laid them- 
selves under a sort of decent necessity of consistence, by 
voting as they had so often done on the same question 
formerly. But again the Court impute'! too mucli to their 
tools by suspecting them of decorum. Cornwall and Sir 
W. Meredith, who, having most affected conscience, had 
violated it most, did, as is usual to hypocrites, content 
themselves with this usele.ss tribute to it, and voted with 
Wilkes; so did Wedderburn too; but as if a vote were 
not even the token of an opinion, he gave his vote for the 
question, but spoke against ft. 

Wilkes opened the question with temper, and adhered 
to it. In truth, he was sick of his part ; and though he 
called the resolutions of the last Parliament a violation of 
Magna Charta, he said, in a whisper to Lord North, he was 
forced to say so to please the fellows who followed him. 
This was his con^ant style ; and though certainly convjjycd 
to the mob, they still followed him — proWbly because they 
saw no man of whom they had a better opinion. Wilkes 
mentioning Lord North as the manager against him 
formerly, Charles Fitzroy, .by a blunder, thought it was 
meant of his brother, the Duke of Grafton, and took up 
his defence ; but by another blunder avowed his brother’s 
part in it. • Wilkes observed that that confession did the 
Duke no good, as it was a breach of privilege for a peer to 
meddle in elections. It drew from him a very con- 
temptuous picture of the Duke. Vann, a strange man, 
urged the imputation of blasphemy against Wilkes, having 
in a bravado the last winter vowed to do so. W^ilkes called 
for the words of the resolution, in which impiety, not blas- 
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phemy, was expressed. “A puppy!” cried Wilkes to 
those • near him ; “ does he Ikink I don’t know what is 
blasphemy better than he ? ” At pajt twelve the Court 
appeared triumphant beyond their expectation. Robinson 
had calculated their majority at 5Q, Lord North but at 
30; it was of 68, that is 239 to 171.' 

On the 25#A th^ hostile Bill against the Massachussets 
W4W read, and the same day in the Lords the Earl of Effing- 
ha^i H rough soldier, flf no sound sense, and in the Opposi- 
tion, cbmplained of a pomphlet called the ‘ Present Crisis 
with respect to America considered.’ It ascribed to the 
King the right of imposing taxes, if refused or of absolute 
necessity. He moved it should be burnt by the common 
hangman ; which was ordered? It was right to take this 
step, but, as the tract was obscure and ill-written, it had 
been of much more importance to have stigmatized Sheb- 
beare’s in that infamous manner. 

27^A. The bill offering self-taxation to the Americans 
was j^ain debated, but with no division. General Bur- 
goyne made a set oration for it that ^s admired. He 
professed his love of peace, but resolution of supporting 
the supremacy of this country. 

^ Captain Lnttrell acknowledged pmposes of the Court in the Middlesex 
and lamented severely his elder brother election, 
the Colonel having lent himself to the 
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l.s^. The merchants were heard agaiuist the Massachus- 
sets Bill, and proved strongly the hurt and injustice that 
bill would do both to that province ai»d this country. — See 
the particulars in the ‘ London Chvonicle ’ of March 2nd. 
N.B. This bill extended the powers of the Admiralty 
Courts. The Administration published accounts of the 
part the Assembly at New York had taken against the 
Congress, as had one little town who depended on trade. 
Lord Dunmore, too, had encouraged them to hope the 
non-import and export resolutions would not be adhered to. 

The same day Lord -Badnor in the Lords, and Lord 
Chewton and Rigby in the Commons, complained of an 
anti-Court paper called the ‘ Crisis * too, and ordered it to 
be burnt. Rigby ridiculed the other House for their late 
pusillanimity, and said one man, Wilkes, would frighten 
them out of all their resolutions. — ^N.B. The Court ordered 
the printer to be prosecuted, which had not been done on 
the other side. — N.B. This happened on the last of 
February, not on the first of March. In that debate there 
were very warm words between the Dukes of Richmond 
and Manchester on the one side, and Lord Sandwich and 
Lord Pomfiret on the other, the former maintaining it was 
not treasonable (which the Court was forced to abandon); 
Lord Sandwich adding, that the Duke of Richmond always 
countenanced libels against the King. This the Duke 
made him ask pardon for, and deny to be meant to him. 
Lord Sandwich was not stout. At this instant, he, who 

2 H 2 



40» last journals of HORACE WALPOLE. Maech, 

had always dealt grossly in libels, counteiia,nced that low 
rascal Scott, the parson, to abuse the Opposition daily by 
name, particularly Lord Chatham, in letters signed A 
State Tinker. 

Lord Pigot carried the Government of Fort St. George 
at the India House gainst Humbpld, who was espoused 
by the Governmen„t, 

About this time died at Nice, whither he had gone for 
't^ ipjovery of his health, William Dowdswell, Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in <1766. He had a most numerous 
family, yet had most inflexibly and honourably refused all 
emoluments contrary to his engagements with his party — 
a very uncommon instance. 

Ath. Accounts that Cardinal Braschi was chosen Pope, 
and had taken the name of Pius VI. 

A’ counter-petition was presented from Nottingham 
against the Americans; and one from Waterford, for 
repeal of the obnoxious bills. 

6#A. Cooper moved that the bill against the Massachus- 
sets should be engrossed. It was warmly though very 
ineliFectually opposed, the courtiers, particularly Jenkinsoii 
and the Scotch Lord Advocate Dundas, avowing that they 
wished the bill might starve the inhabitants of that pro- 
vince.* Lord Howe declared for the engrossment, and 
against the late pretended Conciliatory Bill, as he thought 
it wrong to treat with America in rebellion. Lord North 
and Lord Dartmouth, he said, would be answerable for the 
events of it. Charles Fox opposed the engrossment, 
4Qaputed'all the present disturbances to the persisting in 
twation, and said the Americans had how discovered that 


' I believe it was. on this occasion^ that Dundas coiued the word starvation^ 
which became a nickname for him. 
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taxation was used as punishment ; and that it was bad 
policy to use power to punish with, nor was it prudent to 
risk more in the contest than was necessary. W*8 there a 
man would say the . Americans had better starve than 
rebel ? If the Act should not produce univei'sal acqni- 
ascence, he would defy anybody to defend the policy of it. 
Yet America would not submit; New York only differed 
in the mode. He believed the Ministers did not like their 
state of suspense : they wished to drive the colonies into 
rebellion, and then their way would J)c plain. Jenkinson 
replied, the Ministers had a right to use their authority, 
fin* the colonies did resist. The question was whether we 
should have any authority at all. They must be reduced 
to obey or starve ; it was the very intent of the bill. They 
would be taught by their wants to know they could not do 
without this country. There would be nineteen battalions 
in America to protect the friends of Government. T. 
Towushend lamented the condition of the land and sea 
officers, who would have nothing to do but burn, sink, and 
destroy. Dundas owned he had long wished for such a 
bill as this : he should have been sorry no other ^^y had 
been left to reduce the Americans but by the sw6rd. 
He wished he could give credit to the fad of stanmg them. 
He doubted it, he was afraid it was not true. They were 
carrying on Newfoundland fishery with English capital. 
That fishery could be carried on to any extent by English 
merchants. He wished an indulgence could be shown to 
the friends of Government there, it would remove the idea 
of injustice. Lord John Cavendish ridiculed Dundas’s 
affected moderation, which, while shocked at sanguimrg 
mmmneSyCOiM talk with wonderful compkweney of starving. 
Whilst penal laws were multiplied, the name of the 
mother country would become odious. Invention was 
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ransacked for punishment : but the man was not worthy of 
liberty who would not let the people enjoy it. Kice owned 
he was ^rry for concurring with the bill, and felt he was 
executing the most odious part of his duty; but the 
supremacy of this country determined him. Burke broke 
out into a bitter invective against such savage proceedings. 
He caUed it inflicting a famine m four promwes ; and yet 
the Ministers lamented that ‘they could not even dry up 
theLbrflbks in America. Our Acts of Parliament would be 
theLfl|ltering of harpi^’ wings. This Parliament was 
treading in the steps of, the last : this was the Boston Port 
Bill upon a larger scale. It put him in' mind of Lady 
Macbeth, who exhorted her husband to go on in blood. 
The bill was unjust and tyrannic, and would generate such 
another for Virginia, Carolina, and Maryland. Open the 
Statute Booh, from nothing could he found in it but 
penal laws. Yet better to employ the whole force at once ; 
this way was weakening us more: 40,000 men might 
be maintained at less expense than this bill, so destructive 
it would be to trade. Because they stopped our trade, 
mu8t\jje stop it too ? If, on every disturbance in America, 
trade was to be stopped, there was an end of this country ! 
If the innocent ^aould petition the Governor for leave to 
fish, he could not relieve them. What act was to restore 
the food when taken away by this damnable Act f If you 
pass this Act, you would be the blackest traitors Gfld evei’ 
suffered. Here he was called to order, but persisted in 
repeating his words; and said he bad a right, as the bill was 
not yet passed, ** I call,” said he; “upon your bowels. .Grief, 
and indignation may naake me exceed common bounds ; 
but do not think, because we are few; in numbers, that 
we have lost all reason.” It was the language of tyranny, 
it was the case of Pharaoh. The trade of Ae colonies at 
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the beginning of this century produced 74,000/. ; for 
several years past it had brought in near 500,000/. ; yet 
was to be thrown away ! 

The Lord Advocate, provoked, replied, that had there 
been unanimity on this side the water, America would have 
been quiet. The blood that would be spilt would lie at 
the door of the Opposition. At eight the House divided, 
and the order for engrossing was carried by 215 to 61, 
some of the Opposition being shut out. 

Lord North moved for leav^ to bring in a similar 
bill against New Jersey, Pensylvania, Maryland, Virginia, 
and South Carolina — North Carolina, New York, and 
Georgia were excepted. As the tobacco trade Irom Vir- 
ginia to France, of which we were the carriers, produced 
a million to France, it was expected that France would 
insist on that being excepted, or rather that the Ministers 
would not dare not to except it. 

The sloop that carried the news of the first violent mea- 
sure had been forced back to Portemouth, so the Ministers 
hoped the account of the Conciliatory Bill would arrive in 
America as soon. 

Ireland all this time was in a miserable state. 'The 
White Boys committed great ravages, were supposed to be 
supplied with money from Spain, and even to be winked 
at by the Government in order to keep the country quiet 
by being alarmed. The revenue was so doled away in 
pensions that it was running 125,000/. a year in arrear, 
and no coin could be got in the country ^ven for remit- 
tances hifrier.* 


* As an illustration of tlie attention 
paid to tiio small traditions ctf Court 
customs at a time of such anxiety and 
distresi^ may be jioticed the feet that« 
when the ICing went to Parliament this 


month, to give tfie royal assent to cer- 
tain bills, he was, on going down to the 
House, dressed in blue ; and, on return- 
ing from it, in crimson. The subject 
of dress!, indeed, was generally esteemed 
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Dr. Johnson published his answer to the Congress in a 
pamphlet called ‘ Taxation no Tyranny/ This man, of the 
narrowest notions and most illiberal mind, had no ideas of 
trade, and preferred despotism to the most flourishing con- 
dition by liberty. He was at the same time at open war 
with Macpherson, the forger of Ossian’s poems, in which 
he had detected him. This fellow, as much a bully as 
Johnson was a brute, challenged the old decrepit hireling, 
whoL sent him a stout and contemptuous answer. Mac- 
phe^^ now published JCing James’s papers from the 
Scotch College at Pari^, with a commentary of his own, 
tending to defame the Duke of Marlborough and the 
friends of the Revolution. The Scotch Jacobites, now 
countenanced at Court, had and took the opportunity of 
venting all their malice against those who had demolished 
their cause ; and the way they took was to coin or pervert 
what they pretended original papers — an easy way of 
defaming the*most spotless characters; but the industry 
with which they pursued this method, the revenge they 
exhibited, the interest they had in the defamation, the 
impossibility of detection when verification of the papers 
wa8..«sh]at up from the families they defamed, and the 
infamous charactefs of Dalrymple and Macpherson, the 
two chief aspersers, destroyed all credibility either in the 
papers or publishers. Who could be innocent, if it was 
sufficient to allege from papers of James II., or at Ver- 
sailles, that the enemies of James and Louis were secretly 

of vast importance. The papers of the deaths, with rich spangles and white 
day especially commembrate with ad- ermine.” — “Monday, some of the silk 
n^ration the appearance of a splendidly and lace weavers of Spjltalfields went on 
drdsi^d Duchess at the Queen’s birth- the search among the mantua-makers 
day drawibg-room. “The most elegant and lace-dealers of St. James’s parish, 
figure which appeared yesterday in when they picked up a very rich 
the dravfing-room, was her Grace the booty of French ; manufacture, , which 
Duchess of Devonshire, Her ^ess was designed to be worn oh the Queen’s 
was a blossom^coloured full imit of bijrthday.”-r-D; 
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their best friends? The folly of the assertion was still 
more glaring; the Jacobites assert that all the chief friends 
of King William betrayed him to King James— how then 
came William to die on the throne, and James in exile ? 
or how able a man must William have been, and what a 
driveller James, when the latter could not defeat his rival, 
though betrayed by all he trusted ! and how wise a man 
is George III., who drives from him all JLhe friends of his 
family, and adopts the measures and counsels of those who 
I’uined his antagonists, and could never.restore them to the 
throne! 

lAth. Died the Princess Caroline Augusta Maria, 
youngest daughter of their Koyal Highnesses the Duke 
and Duchess of Gloucester. The Duke, who was pre- 
paring to go abroad for his health, and to carry the 
Duchess and his children along with him, had deter- 
mined the two Princesses should first be inoculated, 
though the youngest was but nine months old, and was 
asthmatic and unhealthy like her father. They were 
accordingly inoculated, and the small-pox was come out 
favourably on both, but on the tenth day the youngest 
Princess had a fit, and died on the eleventh. The Dut'e 
sent his treasurer, Legrand, to the Lord Chamberlain, 
Hertford, to notify it to the King, and desire his Majesty’s 
orders. The King replied he had none to give — which 
implied that he would not order the child to be buried 
in the Boyal vault at Westminster. The Duke was 
exceedingly offended at this slight, which even intimated 
a disavowal, and the Duke was once minded to go himself 
to the King, demand an audience, and complain* pf th(i 
injustice. He then determined to have a vault made 
in St. Geoi^e’s Chapel at Windsor for his family; for, 
seeing the Ki ng did not intend the Duchess and his 
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children should lie in the Royal Vault, he would not lie 
there himself. He fixed on Windsor, not only as near 
his oMrn residence in the forest, Gloucester Lodge, but 
because some Kings and Queen Anne’s children were 
buried there. He» spoke to the Dean of Windsor, Dr. 
Keppel, Bishop of Exeter, hiS brpther-in-law, to have a 
vault pl^epared. The Bishop, not at all disposed to ofiend 
the King, desired, me to ask Lord Hertford if this would 
«iva offence, provided he did not bury the child in the 
^o|^l vault. MrSi Keppel, the Puchess’s sister, being 
present, begged he would not send the message, lest the 
King should refhse that too. They disputed on it : the 
Bishop said he would not sacrifice her and her children for 
the Duchess’s sake. Mrs. Keppel persisted and begged 
I would not carry the message. I said I could not refuse, 
if the Bishop desired, and must not take on me to decide 
between two nieces ; however, I said I would alarm Lord 
Hertford, and take care to obtain the permission. I did 
so ; I told him that if the Duke was farther provoked he 
would bury the child publicly in London, publish the 
King’s brutality, and make the greatest clamour. Lord 
Hertford said he would privately consult the King, for he 
could give no answer of himself* He did so ; said the 
King had no objection, provided it was fiot in the Royal 
vault ; and had been shocked when Lord Hertford told 
him, as I desired he would, that Legrand had proposed 
burying the Princess in a church**^ the King; had said, 
Nobody could think of such a thing. Lord Hertford 
owned he had frightened the King with a public burial 
in London. It was very mortifying to the Duke to be 
denied his daughter’s interment in the Royal Vault, when 
the Queen was to lie there> who was. daughter of the 
younger Iheneh of one of the most insignificant princes in 
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Germany, the Duke of Mecklenberg, and very inferior to 
a Countess of England, as the Duchess of Gloucester had 
been. When Prince Charles, the Queen s brother,’ had 
before her marriage been in our army in Germany, he 
had the nickname of Meckxfy and had been treated with 
sovereign contempt by the lowest officers in our troops. 
Mile. d’Olbreuse, the left-handed wife of the Duke of 
Zell, father of Geoi^e I.'s Queen, had been waiting- 
Avoman to the first Duchess of Zell, and was of a very 
mean French gentleman’s family — isnch a mis-alliance 
that the King himself could not be a Knight »f Malta ; so 
that, though the Duchess of Gloucester, as illegitimate, 
was a rais-alliance too, her ^father’s family was that of a 
very ancient English gentleman; and Lady Walpole, first 
wife of Sir Robert Walpole, was descended from tour sons 
of Edward III. and from George Duke of Clarence, and 
from the Earls of Huntingdon and Chesterfield — much 
more considerable persons than the Duke of Mecklenberg- 
Strelitz; and the Duchess, as widow of Earl Waldegrave, 
was of not less eminent rank. A Peefof England, who is 
a member of the Legislature in so free and great a country, 
is something different from so abject and dependent' "a 
creature as a little Prince in Germany. Had the Duchess 
taken my advice she would have contented herself with 
the dignity of Countess Dowager of Waldegrave, inde- 
pendent of all the world, and respected as granddaughter 
of Sir Robert Walpole and widow of Lord Waldegrave 
— admired for her commanding beauty, and adored for 
her unspotted virtue, her sense, and distinguished piety. 
Ambition, which her virtue surmounted, had made her 
yield to be the unhappy wifii of a Prince of the Blood. I 
mean unhaj!^ from the aflronts her marriage occasioned 
to the Duke. He was fond of her, and always treated her 
both with kindness and friendship. 
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Wth. Mr, George Grenville and Lord Bulkeley moved 
for leave to bring in a bill for allowing Members of Parlia- 
ment to vacate their seats. The meaning and cause of this 
motion was that any Member on application might be 
appointed Steward of the Chiltem Hundreds, which nomi- 
nal office was in the power of the__Minister for the time 
being. The Earl of Abingdon, in Opposition, had applied 
to Lord North for this vacating office for his friend 
]Mk. Bailie. Lord North had refused it, and had had 
tl^ i&prudence to say in his answer that he had deter- 
mined neVei> to grant the office but to a friend. He had 
some time before declared in the House that he would, 
as impartiality required, give 'it to anybody that applied. 
On the other hand, Mr. Bailie now read Lord North’s 
letter to the House. Lord North said he was not prepared 
to defend himself, as he could not expect so ungentleman- 
like an attack ; yet it is difficult to say what point of honour 
was violated in publishing an ungentlemanlike and partial 
refusal, and a breach of a public promise. The motion was 
rejected by 173 to^36. 

The san* day the petition of the City against the New 
England Fishery Bill was carried to the House of Lords 
by the Sheriffs and presented by Lord Rockingham, who 
produced witnesses to prove the mischiefs it would do. On 
the other hand. Lord Sandwich had prepared and called 
witnesses to prove the trade could be carried on here and 
be beneficial to England. Very warm words passed be- 
tween the Duke of Richmond and Lord Sandwich, in 
which the former showed most spirit, and the latter most 
ark 

\6th. The bill was debated* Lord Carlisle spoke for it 
with applause, Lord Camden With much ability against it ; 
but the Court had as usually, a great majority. See ‘ Lon- 
don Chronicle.’ 



1775. 


DEATH OP LORD BRISTOL. 


477 


18^A. Died at Bath, of a palsy from a repelled gout, in 
the 53rd year of his age, George William Ilcrvey, Earl of 
Bristol, Groom of the Stole to his Majesty. He was suc- 
ceeded in the title by his next brother. Captain Augustus 
John Hervey, Groom, of the Bedchamber to the King, 
Lord of the Admiralty, and Colonel of the Marines. By 
this accession the famous Miss Chudleigh, pretended Duchess 
of Kingston, became in reality Countess of Bristol. He 
resigned all his posts on the great accession of wealth to 
him, by his brother’s death. He set<up his brother. Colonel 
William Hervey, as candidate for Bury, in his room; but 
General Conway, by the interest of the Duke of Grafton, 
was chosen there. Mr. Conway had no inclination to 
come into Parliament now, and I was unwilling he should 
be elected by the Duke of Grafton aft;er his late behaviour ; 
but he^and I thought he could not decline it without dis- 
obliging Lady Hertford,^ who had made a point of his 
being brought in by her nephew. Lord Hertford, too, was 
very eager for it, as it would save him the expense of 
bringing his brother into Parliament. The Bedfords were 
much hurt at itj both as it showed they did not govern the 
Duke of Grafton, and as Mr. Conway was against violence 
towards America. The King did not like it much better, 
nor the Opposition ; for Conway was not a man to be go- 
verned by a faction, nor go the lengths they wished ; nor 
had he been on good terms with Lord Eockingham since 
they divided on Lord Chatham’s last Administration. 

22nd. The young Princess, second daughter of the 
Duke and -Duchess of Gloucester, lay in state at Glop- 
cester House, and was carried to Windsor the next day to 
be buried in a vault the Duke had ordered to be made 
there for himseli^ his Duchess, and children, being deter- 
mined not to be buried in the Eoyal vault at Westminster’ 



478 last JOtTBNALS OP HORACE WALPOLE. March, 

himself, since his family were not suffered to lie there. 
He ordered the lying in state, to ascertain the rank of 
his child, and make the refusal more noticed. 

23P(i. Mr. Edmund Burke, in a speech that lasted three 
hours, opened to the House, of Commons a plan he had 
drawn for pacifying America. I .shall not specify his 
propositions or qpestions, nor enlarge on other debates 
o| j^^erican affaiis, as they are now particularly detailed 
WMHhe most material s'peeches in Alraon’s Parliamentary 
Eegister. Lord John* Cavendish seconded the motion; 
Jenkinson moved for the Orders of the Day. The Attor- 
ney-General Thurlow answered Burke in a very able 
speech. The other speakers were : for the motion — Tuff- 
nell. Lord Irnham, father of the Duchess of Cumberland, 
Sawbridge, Charles Fox, Beaumont, liotham, and Field ; 
against it — Lord Clare, Powis, Cornwall, Poulett, Lister, 
Adam Drummond, Lord G. G,ermaine, Lord Frederic 
Campbell. The plan was rejected at half an hour after 
eleven at night, by 270 to 78, 

The same day Wilkes the Jjord Mayor gave notice that 
hr the next session he should move a question for the 
more equal representation of the people; but to show 
he was not connected with the Rockingham party,* he 
did not sfoy to vote for Burke’s plan. 

Lord Weyinottth, immediately on Lord Bristol’s death, 
received an offer of the post of Groom of the Stole, which 
after two or three days he accepted. 

The chief Lords in the Opposition protested ® against 


^ TjSxs Was oiie of the best protests 
ever registered, aad was drawn, I sup- 
pose, by Mr. Burke. It contained a 
fust and severe criticism on Lord Sand- 
wich’s assertion that the Americans 
were cowards ; — 


* For the * FubUe Advertiser,* 
EPIUBAM. 

On Beading the late Protest. 

The Americans are cowards, and will yield 
Sooner than fece our forces to the field ; 

And thento brave commanders how touch richer 
We who baye Jlansheld, SachviUe, Jemmy 
Twltcher. 

Bath, March 27.” 



1775. 


BILL FOR DISFRANCHISING HINDON. 


479 


the Massachussets Bill; and then agreed amongst them- 
selves to vote against other American bills, but not to 
debate them, seeing the majority was so determined on 
violence, and that it was in vain to try to prevent it. At 
the same time many in Administration owned privately 
that they foresaw some change in the Ministry must be 
made, if in the course of the summer the Americans 
did not consent to take our goods. Yet it was the spirit 
that they had propagated agains4 the Americans that 
encouraged them to proceed in the violences that were 
so likely to undo them. 

29jfA. Mr. Grenville's Bill for Elections had proved of 
great utility. The Committees had despatched an amazing 
quantity of contested elections, without interfering with 
the business of the House ; and in general the justice and 
impartiality of their decisions had given great satisfaction. 
The corruption in the borough of Hindon had been the 
most notorious, and the Committee had presented a bill 
for disfranchising the borough. Great opposition was 
made to this from various 'reasons ; some were reasonable, 
as all the voters were not guilty. Lord Hertford, a grd^" 
borough-jobber, and who had hopes of getting this, used 
all his interest to quash the bill. The Attorney-General 
and Rigby, from hatred of the bill, and the Court itself, 
I believe, wished ill to it, and Lord North opposed it, 
though no great industry was used ; and the favour to the 
hill was so great that it was carried against Lord North for 
committing the bill by 120 to 107. Just reflections were 
thrown on the Court for preferring Bamber Gascoyne after 
he had been convicted of bribery on a former electioii al 
Malden. Charles Fox, not very gratefully, attacked Rigby, 
who bad lent him 12,000?. to save him from selling his 
place, on a letter to a borough, in which Rigby-had used 
the King’s name. 
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On the bth was i^ad in the House of Commons, for the 
la|| time, the new biil against the refractory colonies. 

Opposition had •determined to leave the Ministers 
to pursue their own measures, and wait the event. Burke 
and Charles Fox were absent, and Colonel Barre had 
gone away. The debate was going off, after some slight 
objections from Hartley, Sir W. Mayne, and the Aider- 
men Sawbridge and Bull, when General Conway, without 
designing to revive it, took that only opportunity^ he 
thought he should have in the* session of speaking his 
sentiments, to speak his disapprobation of the present 
violent measures, though rather lamenting them than ar- 
raigning. He applauded the pacifying bill, and wished 
"Soth countries might have the wisdom to adopt it, though 
he feared the terms would not be accepted.. The mea- 
sures, he said, had neither been taxing nor not taxing, and 
we werp waiting till America should say we have a right 
to tax them. But things would not go well till brought 
back to the spirit of the time when the Stamp Act was 
repealed. There was a disposition in America not to deal 
in treaty or in abstract reasoning. — Rigby, who haJ not 
qxJkeij • once in the session from apprehension that the 
Ministers would be undone, could not resist an opportunity 
of attacking Conway, and, to charge him, bragged of his 
3wn con^tency, and of having never differed with Admi- 
listration in supporting the supremacy of England. R® 
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had voted for the tea duty, though then in Opposition.' 
lie had voted' for the Boston Bill, for which Conway had 
voted too. If the Stamp Act had been enforced, the 
present disorders would not have happened. He was 
surprised Mr. Conway thought he had done wrong in 
voting for the tea duty. It was laid by Ch. Townshend, 
but all the other Ministers must have been for it in 
Council. He should disdain to treat with America. It 
was romantic to think they would fight : it was an idea 
thrown out to frighten women and children. There was 
.more military piwwess in a militia drummer. Much had 
been said on starving the Americans — one tvoidd thank 
they were otters, and eat nothing but fish. Gentlemen 
forgot it was an article of commerce with which they 
meant to buy gunpowder. They were not only rebels, hut 
the worst kind ofi rebels, who meant to sow rebellion in the 
heart of this country. For himself, he would not submit 
till they had beaten us iiito it. There was not one member 
Avho had been in the last Parliament who had not been 
at some time or other on his side of the question. Were 
we to give way, the seat of Empire would be at Phila- 
delphia. Thither, if we repealed the late Acts, he would 
advise ambitious gentlemen to go, and have the honour 
of meeting Dr. Franklin.* — Conway, more hurt at having 
been for. the tea duty than at reproach and insult, and, 
yet, too upright to deny what he had done, replied with 
mildness that he must plead guilty, and scorned to justify 
his consistency. He had acted for the best at the time 
he had done it, and had followed the ablest men in this 
country who were then in Administration. The A’uicri- 


• The tea duty was agreeable to the America ; the Mnistry had deUborated 
Stamp Act, ■which, he had supported, whether they should not stop him, 

^ Dr. Franklin was j^ist gone to 

VOL. X. 2 I 
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cans he still thought ought not to be taxed, and Lord 
Hillsborough’s letter had since owned that there was then 
no such intention. It was madness to go to war for taxes 
when the idea was not to tax, and when it might bring 
ruin on both countries. Our troops could never be suffi- 
cient to make such extensive doniinions submit. Lord 
North had merit in proposing something that might put 
an end to the dis’pute. — Lord John Cavendish reproved 
BigW’s indecent levity on so serious an occasion, and said, 
tibtnf a despotic monarch makes laws that are disagree- 
able lo his subjects, he* cannot make laws, fast enough to. 
enforce them. 

The young Marquis of Granby,® just come into Parlia- 
ment, rose with much decency, and, though unprepared, 
spoke with much sense and energy against the measures 
of Administration. He said the bill was bad in everv 
respect, vindictive and oppressive. It was saying. Re- 
nounce everything that is dear to' you, or we will put you 
and your family to the sword. He would support the 
supremacy of this country when founded in justice and 
i j t ^ .g eneral principles of liberty like his own. He con- 
cluded with avowing that he followed the line of Lord 
Chatham. This speech and declaration were a great 
disappointment to the Court. Lord Mansfield, whose wife 
was sister of the Duchess of Somerset, Lord Granby’s 
grandmother, who had educated him, had flattered himself 
he should govern Lord Granby, and had even answered 
for him to the Court. Lord Chatham was artful enough 
to write him a long letter of thanks on this declaration. 

North said his sincerity had been doubted in the 
Conciliatory Bill ; that he did wish peace, yet would not 

3 Grandson of the Duke of Butland, and son of John Marqnis of Granby, the 
late idol of the people and soldiers. 
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give up everything to obtain it. The bill was not a 
proposition to starve the colonies, but to force them to 
open their trade, and not starve our West-India Islands, 
and to obtain adequate supplies. He had been accused 
of popery, persecution, and resentment on their .rejecting 
the teas. No measures had been taken last year, till the 
smugglers gave offence. The nation could not have main- 
tained its rank if no notice had been taJcen of that otfence. 
As yet they had not offered subnjission. Instead of it 
they had held a Congress. Oiir violence aroso-f. from 
theirs; the cadse was too great to be given up. The 
question was no longer of taxation, but sovereignty. — T. 
Townshend reflected severely on Eigby (who, from timi- 
dity of the event, had taken no part all the winter on any 
American question), and ridiculed his consistenc’fe, putting 
him in mind of his abandoning Grenville to get his present 
place.^ The gentleman might blush, he said, but he had 
lost Grenville’s friendship. — The bill passed by 192 to 
46, Conway voting in the minority. Lord Hertford was 
much hurt at it, though, when the Court had been so 
terribly alarmed at the unprosperous accounts of the Con- 
gress, he himself had said to me, “ My son Beauchamp 
said to me this morning. It is very lucky my uncle has 
taken part for America, it will save our family.” The 
one brother voted as his conscience directed him, the other 
considered only how his brothers vote would affect the 
interest of the family ! 

10#A. The Livery of London had voted a y&ef slrong 
remonstrance to the King against the new Americaq])|i1is ; 
and this day Wilkes presented it. This completed the 


^ Townshd&d might wclV recollect that, for the place had been taken from him 
for Rigby. 

2 I 2 
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triumph of the latter over the Court, and mortified the 
King was to be forced to submit. He affected to be in 
. high spirits, and read his answer with firmness, which was 
a reproof to their justifying the Bostonians. He might 
well be firm: he had summoned a great appearance of his 
devotees ; the Americans were not popular ; and Wilkes not 
only aimed at no affront, but behaved with so much re- 
spect, that the King himself owned he had never seen so 
w^-lied a Lord Mayor. „ Many thought even that Wilkes 
was pught off ; at lea^, his whole conduct aimed at no 
hostilities, nor at more than maintaining Some ascendant 
over the mob. 

A few days after, the Lord Chamberlain wrote to ac- 
quaint Wilkes that his Majesty would receive no more 
■ remonstralices from the City, on the Throne, but in their 
corporate capacity. This was a mean act of haughtiness, 
levelled at the Livery as distinct from the Court of Aider- 
men. He had not dared to reject Wilkes, and by receiving 
him had established a precedent for what he now pro- 
scribed. Even of this handle for incensing the Livery, 
WiHies made no use. 

Wth. The Dubfe of Gloucester, alarmed by the King’s 
ill-usage (of which more will be said hereafter), entered 
the proofs of his marriage, his own and the Duchess’s arms, 
and the births of his children, in the Journals of the House 
of Lords, that the record of his marriage in the Council 
Books might not be destroyed ; and thus authenticated the 
validity of his marriage in the most solemn and irrefragable 


m anner. . 

X2th. The Lords in Opposition, in scorn of the violence 
of the Court, and convinced of the inutility of resisting, 
gave a silent vote against the latest American bill, and 
.entered a j)rotest against it without givifag their reasons. 
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Lord North, to hook a little popularity out of tliese 
bills, moved for an examination into the Irish Fisheries, as 
if intending to favour them on the ruin of the American 
Fisheries. This produced a most melancholy representa- 
tion of the ruinous state of Ireland from Mr. Burke and 
Mr. Conolly, and to which Lord North could only reply, 
that all he meant now was to consider the fisheries. Ire- 
land was in a worse state than America, by the neglect 
of the Administration, and by the couiftry being plundered 
by pensions. , 

Lord North .^tlso moved to sell Somerset House, lind to 
settle Buckingham House on the Queen in lieu of it, which 
easily passed. He added, that he should next year move 
for paying the King’s debts,® and even for an additional 
revenue ; and that he should not be ashamed to avow that 
part of the King’s debts had been contracted by his advice 
to advance several sums. This delay seemed to imply 
that he might be out by next session and avoid the 
odium, and at the same time he laid in for favour by the 
declaration. 

13/A. The Houses adjourned for Easter. 

20^A. The Generals Howe, Burgoyne, and Clinton 
sailed for Boston. 

25#A. The Parliament met again. 


® The salaries of the King’s house- 
hold were one' year in arrear ; but those 
of the Queen’s were paid up. ^ The 
project ^ applying for an addition to 
the King’s revenue was very distasteful 
to ^ people who found themselves 
un under eight millions of taxes, 


which was said to be forty times more 
tlian was paid in Elizabeth’s timer- 
hut it was only sixteen times as much, 
for the revenue then collected by taxa- 
tion was not more than half a million. 
It is now, in round numbers, fifty-five 
millions. — D. 
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All the accounts from America grew more and more 
unfavourable. The ministerial party had been totally de- 
fea^d^t New York, .whsre they had flattered themselves 
with most success, and. it had been carried highly to send 
deputies to the approaching Congress. At Philadelphia, 
Galloway,^ a chief patriot, angry that his plan had not 
been adopted, had written* a book that gave great offence, 
and had moved for an Address to the King ; but it was 
rejected, and the Quakers were unanimous for supporting 
the general cause of freedom, as were their brethren here. 
It was said that on General Gage receiving orders to seize 
and send over hither the chief patriots, he had returned for 
answer, that should he attempt to do any such thing, that 
would be the last letter they would ever receive from him, 
fiw he should be knocked on the head. 

Ajpprehensions Vere felt that the Spaniards, who had a 
large fleet ready to sail, were meditating some blow. Lord 
Grantham, .our ambassador there,* was under a cloud. A 
person unknown had gone on a holiday to the East India 
House and Secretary’s Office, and, being adnutted, had ex- 
amined all the papers, retired and could not be discovered. 


• ^ Gallowa y, I think, had married the 
datrgiterof Delancey, the chief man at 
New York, which was divided into two 
partiek Delancey, I have heard, was 
inclined to the American cause j but the 
head of the opposite faction tSpig that 
part, Delancey Was forced into the 


Boyalist scale, and became a dreadful 
sufferer by it. Galloway came over, 
and turned a virulent writer in the 
newspapers against General Howe and 
the Opposition. 

2 Thomas, the second Lord. He 
died in 
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Ijord*Granthani was suspected, and none of the grandees 
would converse with him. 

3?’(i. Lord North opened the Budget very heavily. Se? 
the particulars in the ‘ Loudon Chronicle.’ 

bth, Wilkes published a strong answer to the Lord 
Chamberlain’s letter to him. 

The Hindon affair, was put off till next Session, but it 
was ordered that no writ should be issued till then. George 
Grenville moved that the Attorney-General should prose- 
cute some of the persons concerned in the corruj)tion, which 
was voted. 

Eamsay, the King’s painter, who had been a .Tacobitc 
and had set out to join the rebels, though he arrived too 
late, had left off painting, and was a constant scribbler for 
the Court in the newspapers. He had last year published 
a letter to and against Lord Chatham, which not selling, 
he had written another to Lord Lyttelton in the papers, 
ascribing it to him, which gave it some sale. He now 
published another, and likewise attributed that to Lord 
Caermarthen, for which he was severely handled in print.® 


3 Allan Eamsay, of whom Wal]>olo 
here speaks so much evil, was tho son 
of the poet. In the spirit in which 
Walpole censures the former, Churchill 
sneered at both father and son. Shower- 
ing his satire on Scotland, he says in his 
* Prophecy of Famine — 

“ Tliencc came the Ramsays, names of worthy 
note, 

Of whom one paints as well as t’other wrote.” 
But poet and painter were above the 
censure of Walpole and the satire of 
Churchill. When the younger Allan 
went to Borne in 1736, then twenty- 
thre6 years of ago, it was to study an 
art which his father said he had been 
following, like Baphael, from the time ho 
was twelve years old : “ He sets out for 
the seat of the Beast beyond the Alps, to 
be away two years.” — “ I^m sweer (loth) 
to part with him, but canna stem the 
current which flows from the advice of 1 


his patrons and his own incUnfuieiiy’ 
It was sullicient that Eamsay was a 
Scot, more than suffleient that he was 
patronized hy Bute, that Walpolc^<ho*dfld 
strike at him. That Eamsay was ap- 
pointed portrait-painter to the Couii, 
was reported to ho such a favourito 
with George III. that he painted pic- 
tures in the King’s drawing-room, sat 
down to finish the mutton and turnips 
left by his Majesty, and was ini rusted 
with the Crown jewels and reg.tlia at 
his own house, where he was finishin^^ 
the portrait of Queen Charlotte, with a 
guard round tho dwelling, more f^r 
securi^ than honour — this w<»h pma^n 
to excite the scorn of Walpole. As an 
artist Eamsay painted with such skill 
as to stimulate the fears and exertions 
of Eeynolds ; he painted with such suc- 
cess, as to reputation and wealth, that 
Hogarth hated him; — but Johnson 
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A reraonstrance had been sent from New York, coftched 
in very decent terms, but arguing against the Declaratory 
Act. Burke was to present it to the House ; on whicli 
Lord North called a private meeting of the chief members, 
and they resolved not to receive it: Lord Beauchamp 
argued much for accepting it, yet in the House voted 
against it. Lord Barrington too was for receiving it, and 
stayed away from ■ the House ; which was noticed, as his 
lordship was not Subject to conscientious scruples, and 
thyr^re it was suspected that the King was meditating 
some change. The petition was presented on the 15th, 
but the Court threw it out by an amendment that was 
carried by 186 to 67. General Conway voted for the 
reception, but did not speak, as it attacked the Declaratoiy 
Act. Cruger, Charles Fox, T. Townshend, T. Walpole, 
Governor Johnston, and Serjeant Adair, supported the re- 
monstrance; Lord North, Cornwall,’ Jenkiiison, and others 
spoke againsi it. 

The Bishops, who had votea ror so many oloody Acts, 
protested against a playhouse at Manchester, for which 
Lord Kadnor protested against them. 


him for the grace and instnic- 
tiveness of his conversation ; Sir Joshua 
even ranted him among the most 
skilful artists of his day. Walpolo has, 
elsewhere, borne testimonjr that if 
Ramsay was not ‘‘ first-rate,” it wae not 
for want of genius but of subjects. 
Northcoto gave him on one occa- 
sion a crown that he refused to Van- 
dyke; and Fuseli has alluded admir- 
ingly to his love of classic lore, hi^ 
genius, and his learning. His visits 
^0 Italy were made for the sake of im- 
presTCjnefnt in the art ; but even there 
he boldly asserted the merits of the 
English school of painters. In his 
leisure hours he was a general writer, 
— history, poHtics, criticism, and the 
exposure of individual imposition, occu- 
pying his time* He was so fond of learn-. 


ing that, liko Cato, he mastered Greek in 
his old age. His humaneness of spiiit 
was not a theory, but was carried into 
action ; and lie was a thoroughly sober 
man*— a “ teetotaller *’ in fact, when to 
be sober as a rule exposed a man to 
ridicule and reproach. He was in every 
sense of the word “a noble fellow,” 
who out of the fruits of his labour paid 
his father’s debts, and provided for his 
family and kinsfolk. Ho was not one 
of those great geniuses who spend all 
they earn on themselves, and leave 
their wives and families to the eleemo- 
synary mercies of the public. Ho was 
an hdnest man, and died as an honest 
father deserved to do, in the arms of a 
gallant son, Major-General Ramsay, in 
Sie year 1784.*— JD. 
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On the 18//i came advice of the death of Caroline Ma- 
tilda, Queen of Denmark, the King’s youngest sister,* at 
Zell, where she and some of her attendants died in a very 
few days of a putrid fever. 

About the same time came out a pamphlet, by Strange 
the engraver, complaining of bitter persecution from Lord 
Bute, and of ill-treatincnt by the Royal Academy. Strange 
was a vehement Jacobite, and having .early in this reign 
been applied to by RamSay the painter to engrave two 
pictures which the latter had dOiie ®f the King and Lord 
Bute, the latter of which the Earl or the painter had had 
the folly to desire should be done first, Strange, from 
Jacobitism as Ramsay said, refused ; and Lord Bute, with 
still greater folly, had declared that we {he and the KvvJ) 
would never forgive him.® 

On the 19^A Lord Camden moved for a repeal of the 
Quebec Bill, and made a great figure, as Lord Mansfield, 
who defended it, made an artful one, pleading that it was 
better to have that bill than no constitution at all there. 
Lord Shelburne spoke finely too, and Lord Lyttelton 
with applause, and (for that reason with much applause) 
with most indecent abuse of Lord Camden, whom' ilfj 
taxed vidth Republicanism and Jacobitism; but printing 
his speech immediately afterwards, as was grown a custom, 
it was so wordy and void of argument, that he fell greatly 
in the public opinion. He had the assurance too to taunt 


^ She was the posthumous child of 
Frederick, Prince of Wales, and at her 
death was only twenty*four years of 
age.— D. 

® The Jacobitism of Strange was no- 
torious enough, for he had borne ams 
for the Pretender, suffered exile with 
him, and obtained Isabella LumMen 
for a wife, only because of his Jacobitism ; 
hut his refusal to engrave the portrait 
of the Kxivgy it is said, w^ founded on 


the .assertion of the artist tlmt it was 
an unworthy picture — as a work of art. 
' Strange, despite his Jacobite tendencies, 
submitted to be knighted by George 
III. in 1787. He died \n 1792 ; and 
the letters of his widow, recently 
ublished, show that her stout Jacobite 
cart never thoroughly digested the 
honour conferred on her husband by 
“the Elector of Hanover,”— D. 
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LoPd Camden with Lord Chatham’s absence and discoun- 
tenance, though he himself was apt to attack Lord Chat- 
ham too. The chief part of the debate turned, however, 
on the great military preparations and fleets assembling in 
Spain, which Lord Lyttelton called on the Ministers to 
declare the intent of, as did the Duke of Richmond ; and 
even Augustus Hervey, the new Jlarl- of Bristol, who, 
though he had been a creature of Lord Sandwich, now 
aimed at the Admiralty. Lord Rochford said, no Lord 
h{^ H right to call aju ‘him, yet declared the Court of 
Spain had given assurances of having no hostile designs 
against us ; — but Lord Sandwich succeeded worse, for it 
came out that we had but 17 ships at home, and they 
wanted 4000 men. 

The Quebec Bill was upheld by 88 to 28. 

The next day Sir George Saville moved the same 
repeal in the House of Commons, supported admirably by 
Charles Foxj but with no better success. 

Mr. Burke printed his speech and plan for the pacifica- 
tion of America. It was much more sober, judicious, and 
chaste from flights than the former, 

S4iA. The Duchess of Kingston, who was returned from 
Italy to answer fhe charge of bigamy, appear^ unex- 
pectedly in the King’s Bench, and surrendered herself. 
Lord Mansfield treated her with great respect. She gave 
bond in 6000/. for her appearance to her trial, and was 
bailed in 1000/. each by the Duke of Newcastle, whom 
she had got named in the Duke of Kingston’s will, Lord 
Mountstewart, sou of Lady Bute, first cousin of that 
Duke,^Sir Thomas Clarges, and M. La Roche. The 
charge was then read, A^hich she heard with amazing 
intrepidity of countenance, and then was dismissed on her 
bail. 
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26iA. The Parliament rose : the King’s speech was very 
temperate. 

The same day the Prince of Masserano returned to his 
Embassy, which served the Ministers to confirm their 
assertions of Spain having no hostile intentions. 

28^A. Arrived a light sloop sent by the Arifericans from 
Salem, with an accouijt of their having defeated the King’s 
troops. General Gage had sent a party to seize a magazine 
belonging to the provincials at Concord, •which was guarded 
by militia of the province in arms. .The regulars, about 
1000, attacked the provincials, not half so many, who 
repulsed them, and the latter retired to. Lexington. Gage 
sent another party under Lord Percy to support the former ; 
he, finding himself likely to be attacked, sent for fresh 
orders, which were to retreat to Boston. The country 
came in to support the provincials, who lost about 50 men, 
and the regulars 150. The advice was immediately dis- 
persed, while the Government remained without any intel- 
ligence. Stocks immediately fell. The provincials had 
behaved with the greatest conduct, coolness, and resolution. 
One circumstance spoke a thorough determination of resist- 
ance : the provincials had sent over affidavits of all Chat 
had passed, and a colonel of the militia had sworn in an 
affidavit that he had given his men order to fire on the 
King’s troops, if the latter attacked them. It was firmness, 
indeed, to swear to having been the first to begin what the 
Parliament had named rebellion. Thus was the civil war 
begun, and a victory the first fruits of it on the side of the 
Americans, whom Lord Sandwich had had the folly and 
rashness to proclaim cowards. 
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It was said that Gage had but two days before the engage- 
ment received any hostile orders ; but that I doubt. The 
Sukey, the sloop he sent, did^not arrive till a week after 
t^ account by Captaia Darby, who being sent for by 
Lord Dartmouth reftis^d to go to him. Gage commended 
much Lord Percy’s behaviour. Parson Horne by ad- 
vertisement opened a subscription for our brethren in 
America. 

The action at Concord flew like wildfire, and threw the 
whole Continent into a flame. The mob rose at New York, 
seized, unloaded, and destroyed the cargoes of two ships 
lying there with provisions for Qage ; and then seized a 
fort garrisoned by an hundred invalids. Troops from every 
quarter marched towards Boston, and 18,000 men invested 
the town. Ten thousand more were said to be on the 
-march from Ehode Island. The King’s friends were 
driven out of Nbw York, and Lord Dunmore* was told 
he should be treated civilly, but was desired to leave 
Virginia.. 

The Administration was thunderstruck : spirit began to 
appear, and bitter invectives were published every day 
against the governing party, while they endeavoured to 
recriminate and to lay all the blame on the repealers of 
the Stamp Act. 

' The father ofLady Augusta Murray, -was so named at the request of the 
the first wife of the late Dime of Sussex, people of the coloi^ in which she was 
Dord Dunmore died in lfi09. Another of bom, and of which Lord Dunmore was 
his daughters, Lady Virginia Murray,^ Governor.”— D. 
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But while the prospect was so gloomy, equal dissipation 
continued : on Ihe 

2Zrd the clubs at the S9avoirVivre, Ahuack’s, White’s, 
and Guthrie’s, gave a new diversion invented by Lord 
Lyttelton, or rather borrowed from the Venetians, a race 
of boats called a Regatta, Lord Lyttelton and Temple 
Luttrell, one of the Duchess of Cumberland’s brothers, were 
the chief managers. It began from W estminster Bridge at 
half-au-hour after seven in the ev§niii^, but it was ill-con- 
ducted, the evening rainy and unfavourable, and, ihough all 
London was on the river or shores, few saw the raet* : ihence 
the company proceeded to Ranelagh, where was a supper 
and ball, as ill-managed too. 

The Americans sent over an address to Wilkes, who 
now openly espoused their cause. At the election of 
Sheriffs he set up his brother-in-law Ilayley, and one 
Newenham : the Court was for Rawlinsou and Thomas, 
two elder Aldermen, but the show was exceedingly in 
favour of the former ; and though a scrutiny was demanded, 
the Court Aldermen were forced to give it up, pleading 
that order did not yet prevail. 

At the same meeting a strong Remonctrance to the King 
in favour of America was voted with scarce a negative, 
and voted that it should not be delivered unless to the 
King on his throne ; complaint being there made of Lord 
Hertford’s letter, and a vote passed that whoever advised 
that letter was an enemy to his country. The meeting 
also voted thanks to the Earl of EflSngham,® who had 
quitted the army rather than go and fight against the 
Americans. The Earl was a wild sort of head, yet had 

* Thomaa, Earl of EflSnghMn. He York. The title became extinct in 
died in 1791, at Jamaica, a few weeks 1816. — D. 
after the death of his Comltess at New 
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made a very sensible speech in the House of Lords on that 
subject. The Sheriffs went to know when the King would 
receive the Address, and^ot finding him at St. James’s, 
followed him to Kew. He sent them word he was not 
ready with his answer, but would give it at St. J ames’s. 

Bad news poured in from America. The New Eng- 
landers would not supply Newfounclland with provisions, 
and the Ministers, {jfraid of their being starved, had thoughts 
oldiperting part of the .supplies designed for Gage. The 
Quakers in Philadelphia had determined to take up arms, 
and were training all their young men td exercise. The 
American forces had also taken Ticonderoga and Crown 
Point. 

The Ministers were aground : they first thought of 
sending Hessians,® Hanoverians, and even a large body of 
Russians — but found it would be too expensive or too un- 
popular. They were offered .3000 Highlanders, but did 
not dare to accept them. At last they thought of recalling 
Gage and the troops, and it was said to be carried in 
council but by one voice that they should not. At last, 
.^ifter several consultations, the Ministers determined to 
prosecute the wai^ and sent to General Carleton at Quebec 
to march with 6000 Canadians to the back of the Colonies. 
Still they had little hopes of making any impression this 
campaign, but waited anxiously for the result of the 
General Congress, in hopes it would propose some terms 
of accommodation. 

In the mean time the Duke of Richmond, thinking the 
Ministers could not stand it, had gone to Lord Chatham, 


* The HesBians were ultimately pur- sold a regiment of dragoons to tlie ^>g 

chased. There was nothing unnsoal ofPrussia for forty largetlue and white 
in the process. Hollis states in hi% metal jars.--D. 

Memoirs, that the Elector of Saxony 
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and told him that, as it was likely they should be sent tor, 
it would be nedessary to settle some plan of Adniiuistratioii. 
Lord Chatham allowed it, and said his Grace and Lord 
Shelburne must be Secretaries of State, and greatly com- 
mended the Duke’s zeal and activity. “ Ay, my Lord,” 
said the Duke, “but ’who is to be at the head of the 
Treasury ?” Lord Chatham would not name anybody, 
but described the Duke of Northumberiand— on this the 
Duke of Richmond left him abrugtly, as he had not agreed 
to Lord Rockingham having the Treasury. This disagree- 
ment encouraged the Ministers, whose sole safety indeed 
depended on not resigning. Yet all America went in : 
they declared that all that were not with them were 
against them, and were starving Newfoundland, which 
was a new and heavy diflSculty on the Ministry. Lord 
Dunmore had acte# with spirit and seized some provincial 
powder, and they submitted to be paid for it — but the 
violence was so great and universal that Dr. Franklin was 
said to have left the Congress : it was thought Lord 
Dunmore had settled a plan of accommodation with Dr. 
Franklin. The Scotch party here continued to preach .ujj, 
rigour, and to throw all blame on the repealers of the 
Stamp Act, and were in general more popular than the 
Americans — but Wilkes and his faction now threw off all 
moderation. The Sheriffs insisted on the King’s receiving 
their Remonstrance on the throne — he told them he was 
judge where he would receive it ; on which they voted to 
publish but not to present it, with several other violent 
resolutions, which they entered on their books, with orders 
to the Members for the City to impeach the iMinisters the 
next Session, and which Resolutions without the Remon- 
strance the Sheriffs presented to the King on the 5th of 
J uly . 
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5ih. The same day came ai> account of another skirmish 
between Gage’s mfeu and the Provincials at Hogg Island, 
wh®ce the latter had gone to drive away the cattle which 
Applied Gage. They were attacked by a party from 
Boston, supported by a schooner and a sloop ; the former 
of which was burnt by the Provincials, and the party 
beaten back. 

\Ath. The Mayor and City in their corporate capacity 
presented a Remonstrance to the King, which he did re- 
ceive on the throne, as it was in their •corporate capacity, 
and gave a moderate though firm answer. This seemed 
rather a submission in them, but they could not help doing 
it, to satisfy the Americans on their address to them. 

At this time the shipwrights in all the dockyards refused 
to jyork unless their wages were increased. They grew so 
mutinous at last that horse and foot guards were sent to 
restrain them. 

The officers in half-pay were not paid, which has never 
happened even in time of war — but all the money went in 
corruption, or to the American war. Of the former were 
these instances : Mrs. Bradshaw had a pension of 800/. a 
year ; Lady Margaret Fordyce, wife of that infamous 
banker who had ruined so many, and driven two or three 
pbi«ons*Co make away with their own lives, had a pension ; 
just now the widow of Nuttal, Solicitor of the Treasury, 
who had embezzled 19,000/., had a pension of 300/. a year 
.to induce hgr to give up >her husband’s papers, who had 
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been engaged in many election matters ; and at last the 
Court purchased of Charles Fox bis place of Clerk of the 
Pells in Ireland • • * • 

be given to Jenkinson for life, who already had the rever- 
sion of Clerk of the Pells in England. This was given 
him for his secret services, and that he might give up his 
place of Vice-Treasurer of Ireland, the purchase of Flood, 
the Irish orator. 

VJth. News from America. Lord Eunmorc had been 
forced to take refuge on board tl!e ships. -General Gage 
had issued a J^roclamation, offering pardon to all who 
should immediately lay down their arms, excepting only 
Samuel Adams and John Hancock ; and ordering martial 
law to be exercised throughout the province. The effect of 
this Proclamation was only to enrage the colonies still more. 
In the mean time the Scotch aspersed Gage as inactive. 

21s<. A motion was made in the Common Council for 
sending an answer to tlie Committee at New York, with a 
copy of the Remonstrance and the King’s answer, but the 
motion was rejected by 64 to 50. 

The Luttrells had last year negotiated with Lord North, 
and the father. Lord Irnhara, was to have an Irish Earl-^ 
dom, and Temple Luttrell had a pension of 700/. a-year ; 
but the family all quarrelling among themselves— the 
Duchess of Cumberland and the two younger brothers 
and sister with the father, and all with the Colonel — the 
Earldom was stopped, and 'Temple Luttrell continuing in 
warm Opposition, his pension was taken away. 

2Atli. The Duke and Duchess of Gloucester, and their 
daughter the Princess Sophia, set out for Italy — tlje 
Duchess three .months gone with child. The story of this 
Prince during the last winter will be inserted hereafter. 
The Duke and Duchess were received with proper respect 

2’k 
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at Calais by order of the French Court, and escorted to 
Lisle. The King of France invited them to Versailles, but 
they excused themselves, which was ill-judged, as it would 
have been of great use to the Duchess to be owned there. 
The greatest honours were paid to them all through France. 
The officers reviewed their regiments before the Duke ; and 
at Nancy the Princess Christina, daughter of the King of 
Poland, and sister ,of the late Dauphiness, after hesitating, 
the Duchess 'che first visit. M. de Castries asking 
uchess who were the Knights of the Garter, and she 
naming Lord North as one, M. de Castri^ said, witli sur- 
prise, “ Is he one ? — for what ? — for having lost America ? ” 
In France, whither I. went now, I did not find a single per- 
son who did not condemn our conduct towards America, 
our folly and cruelty. The Bishop of Mirepoix said to me, 

Vous Stes d&vmus fous, vous y perdrez.” 

An account of a considerable action near Boston had 
been brought by the ‘ Cerberus,’ land had arrived on the 
19th, but was concealed by the Administration ; but on 
the 25th, an account unfavourable to their side being pub- 
lished, they owned partly to the advices they had received, 
and called it a victory. The Kegulars, under Howe, had 
attempted to drive the Provincials from a neck of laud, 
and a settlement at Charles Town, but were repulsed and 
sent for a reinforcement under Clinton. They did burn 
Charles Town, but had 1 700 killed and wounded, out of 
which, was a vast proportion of officers, amongst whom were 
Colonels Pitcairn and Abercrombie. The Provincials lost 
not a quarter of -the number. Many of the wounded died, 
having nothing but salt provisions and scarce any hospital 
preparations, and the distre^ in Boston was inconceivable. 
Dr. Warren, a minister, was killed in the Provincial army. 
The Regular troops were such novices that half of the King’s 
• troops that were killed were shot by their own friends. 
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The Ministers now saw America was lost, or not to be 
recovered but by long time and vast expense; yet, not 
daring to own their miscarriage, pushed on ; ordered luore 
ships, sent five regiments and clothing for COOO Camidians. 
Hanoverians were ordered to replace the garrisons of Mi- 
norca and Gibraltar. . Gage was recalled, on whom they 
laid all manner of blame, and the command given to Howe. 
Hurgoyne, di^usted, or not liking the service, had desired 
to be recalled. 

The Congress at Philadelphia took the most resolute 
measures. They named Washington, a very able officer, 
General-in-Chief. They voteil him 2000/. a-year and 5/. 
a-day for his table: he would accept only the latter. 
Colonel Ward was second. Colonel Lee third, and Major 

Horace Gates Adjutant-Genergl. . u , 

The great Spanish armament, on which attention had 
hung so long, had at l^t attacked Algiers and was 

repulsed with great loss; it retired. . , , 

Foote had written a play in which he had introduced 
the Duchess of Kingston. She heard ol it, and complained 
to Lord Hertford, who stopped it. b’oote was enraged, am^ 
published a severe letter to Lord Hertford m the papers, 
Zd went to the Duchess, who offered him money to sup- 
mi his play, but he would not. She then wrote the mos 
rJl, coll stupid, and blackguard 
was possible, and printed it with her 
He Lswered it with as much delicacy as humoui 

“ Th^ProvineW Congre*< determined on »n^fo.^ 
an Union of dre T«lve Prorinees. choee Mr 

president, made *hiob no answer 

a firm but decent petition to the King, to whicn 


was given. 


2 k 2 
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I WENT to Paris August 16th, and returned October 17th. 

Short “notes of events during my absence. 

» 237’C?. The King* issued a Proclamation declaring the 
An^icans rebels, and forbidding to assist them. The 
Opposition made no imise on this stretch of power. 
Wilkes let nobody but th*e common crier attend the 
Proclamation, and would not lend any horses to the 
heralds. 

The Ministers ordered prosecutions of printers who 
had printed Horne’s advertisement, but did not dare to 
attack him. The London Association determined to sub- 
scribe for supporting the printersf' and censured Sir J. 
Dalrymple and Maepherson, though not by name. 

Pive memorials from the Congress. 

31sf. The Cabinet sent to Russia to borrow 20,000 
Russians. This was soon known in France, where it was 
said we were to give Georgia to Russia, and make it a 
maritime power. The Government declined offers made 
to them of raising Highland regiments, hut attempted to 
raise a regiment of Irish Catholics, but these would not 
list, nor could they in the whole summer get above 400 
recruits in England. In the mean time ships and stores 
were sent ■v^thout end to Boston, but with so much negli- 
g&Qce and ignorance that at the end of October many of 
the transports were not sailed. 

Letters between General Burgoyne and General Lee. 
See Chronicle, August 29th, 



1775. 


ADDRESSES. 


501 


The Guild of Merchants at Dublin thank Wilkes, Lord 
LflSnghan), and the English Peers who opposed the •Ame- 
rican war. 


SEPTEMBEIi, 


The quarrel with the shipwrights ,was composed, and they 
were taken again. 

Major Eogers, who had come from America to bo 
preferred, being neglected, returned, took on with the 
Americans, and did great mischief to the King’s cause. 

Account of Admiral Greaves at Boston being beaten 
with his own sword by an officer of the Kevenue. On 
this, Greaves was recalled. 

Insurrection of sailors at Liverpool, who had been dis- 
charged by the merchants, suppressed by the military, 
but several lives lost. 

A remonstrance to the King against the war, from ‘the 
Common Council of Dublin, stopped there by the Majmr 
and Aldermen. 

The London Association send letters to Worcester and 
other places, inviting a league against the war, but without 
success. 

&h. The Court procure by money an Address to the 
King from the Jacobites of Manchester,' advising him to 


^ “ For the * PMic Advertiser, ^ 
EXTEM^*ORE, 

On Beading the List of the Manchester 
Subscriptions. 

I. 

“ When Manchester people subscribe 
The Government plans to support. 


We may venture to swear tUat a bribe' 

Is never unwelcome at Court, 
ir. 

How strangely, in thirty good years. 

May politic changes arise ! 

Those who felt fur their hewis^ or their ears, 
Begin now to open their eyes. 

Mason.” ^ 
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prosecute the W|ir. This was immediately followed by 
Liverpool, and Lancaster, and Leicester; which “being 
trading towns, the Addresses must have been dearly 
bought. They were followed by Poole, Coventry, War- 
wick, Exeter, Beverley, Gloucester, Suffolk, Taunton, 
Dover, and Devonshire, and with a very ill-attended one 
from Yarmouth. , Lynn was said to *have addressed, but 

f riifp Molineux, oife of their members, published a letter 
3 :^^ing it, saying he aijd his colleague T. Walpole had 
preisented none, had both always opposed the war, and it 
was againsirthe sense of the town.® Leith" and Montrose, 
in Scotland, addressed, but Edinburgh and Glasgow re- 
fused, nor could all the interest of their member Lord 
Frederick Campbell obtain one there. The Mayor and 
Aldermen of Bristol addressed, but near a thousand of 
the merchants there soon presented a counter-Address, 
but so cool' an one, that Burke, who drew it, displeased 
them, and it was plain he was, as usual, unwilling to dis- 
please the Court. The Opposition were so weak as to 
try at getting no counter-petitions, though Lord Bocking- 
ham might have got one from the whole county of York. 
Still the Admhiistration did themselves.as much hurt as 
good by the Addresses, as they inflamed the spirit of 
contest 'and party in every place whence the Addresses 
came, and had as bad effect by exciting counter- Addresses 
in London and Middlesex. 

I6th. Died Allen Lord Bathurst,, aged 91, father of 
the Lord Chancellor Apsley. 

25th. The.fr^holders of Middlesex assembled at Mile 
End, and voted instructions to their members, which were 


3 For the real umeis and substance pf tlie addresses consult the ‘Gazette/ as 
this list may not be extict. 
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couched in die strongest terms; also duuiks to Lord 
Effingham. 

The Middlesex Justices presented a counter- Ad dress. 

Wilkes the Lord Mayor receives a letter to him and 
the livery from Hancock and the Provincial Congress, 
which he read to the Common Council,, which they or- 
dered to be entered In their books, and published. They 
also ordered a letter to the electors* of Great Britain, 
inviting them to discourage the war ; and published it. 

29#A. The Livery return Wilkes and Sawbridge for 
Lord Mayor ; the Court of Aldermen choose the latter. 

The merchants of London present a decent but very 
strong Address against the war. 

Wesley, the artful patriarch of the Methodists, to court 
his patron Lord Dartmouth, published a calm Address to 
the colonies, where he knew it had no chance of being 
seen. He probably hoped for a deanery or bishopric. 
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OCTOBER. 

* 

10#A. Irish Parliament meet : Addrfess opposed, but car- 
ried, by 92 to 52. 

I my return I* found everything in great confusion. 
TheiMinisters had made many blunders, and the Ameri- 
cans had not made one’; but conducting themselves with 
equal address and vigour, spoke the language of respect, 
decency, and conciliation, while they had prepared every 
resource, parried every art, and employed every one to 
encourage and confirm the people. The Scotch Eoyal 
party at home had attended to nothing but perpetuating 
the blindness of the nation, and keeping up the stocks. 
The keeping up of the stocks was ’the inexplicable pheno- 
menon of the year, and which, it is just to say, the Govern- 
ment managed with great address. In the first place, they 
applied the large sums of trust money in Chancery to buy 
into stock, which they sold out again, and repeated this 
manoeuvre. In the next the . stagnation of the American 
trade in4uced people that had money to buy into the 
stocks rather than let it lie dead. The non-exportation 
from America had not yet taken place, and the Ameri- 
cans, not to make things quite desperate, had paid several 
of their debts. Some prudent men in America, averse 
to the troubles, had remitted their fortunes hither, and 
large suras had been expended by the Kussian fleet on 
their return from Constantinople, The Ministers averred 
that the trade with Eussia, Germany, and Poland, since 
the piicification of the first and last, yielded as much as the 
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American trade ; but this was fictitious or temporary, as 
Poland had b’een so distracted that for three years it Iwd 
made no demand. The Americans, foreseeing the storm, 
had laid in treble quantities of goods; and many merchants, 
concluding the war would not last, had kept their nianufiic- 
turers at work against a new aaid vast demand on a peace. 
But all. these resourfces would fail in a year or two if the 
war should last ; and it had already ctet three millions, as 
much as had been pretended, and but pretended, to be paid 
of the national debt after twelve years of peace ; for Lord 
North had only borrowed with oiie hand to pay with the 
other, and in reality we had paid off but a year and a half. 
How the Government kept all the American merchants 
from being more clamorous is still more inconceivable. 

The Scotch party at Court were also busy in keeping up 
animosity against the Americans, leaving the management 
of the war to the Ministers* who had applied little to it. 
Lord North, of astonishingly gay indolence, had taken his 
pleasure in the country ; and the other Ministers, who began 
to foresee a storm, had dispersed themselves with less 
carelessness, to avoid the imputation of having meddled 
much. Lord North had neither devise^ the war nor liked 
it, but liked his place, whatever he pretended. Lord 
Mansfield trembled and worked more in the dark than in 
daylight ; and he and the Scotch were still more busied 
in keeping up the spirits of the King, as they knew, if he 
flinched, the nation would soon turn and pursue them. 
On the bad success at Boston they had all recurred to a 
great effort in spring, which made them neglect prop^ 
supplies and vigilance, and the Americans availed theoi' 
selves of their negligence. As the Parliament grew near, 
the inferior Ministers began to apprehend that so much 
money and lives wasted, so much money to be asked, so 
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little (lone, and such total miscarriage of all their schemes, 
must begin to open the eyes of men. This put them on 
procuring Addresses, to authorise their demands to Parlia- 
ment, and to secure the Parliament ; for they justly flattered 
themselves that, while they were secure of the Parlia- 
ment, even the loss of America and repeated disgraces 
would not shake them at home, so Weak was the, Oppo- 
sition, and so corrupt the nation. Still, however, in their 
v%a%)n, almost every one endeavoured to throw the blame 
off himself, and all to throw it on Lord North. Lord 
Gower was sometimes desponding, sometimes violent from 
rage. Rigby kept out of sight as usual. The Attorney- 
General, Thurlow, declared that it required the utmost 
effort of charity to suppo.se the Ministers had any under- 
standing. But he had more reasons than conviction for 
holding this language : Lord Weymouth his patron, was still 
looking to better himself by a change, and Thurlow himself 
got a deanery for a near relation, M silence his criticisms. 

But there was another Thurlow-like man who gave 
them a greater alarm. Whether the fears of the Bed- 
forcls had alarmed the Duke of Grafton seriously, and 
he had a mind to ,veer about towards his old friends the 
Rockinghams, who must come in on a change, whether his 
pride was- hurt by an incident 1 am going to mention, 
or that he had a mind to have his murmurs hushed by 
some bribe, in autumn he wrote to Lord North, finding 
much fault with what was doing or not doing. Lord 
North, who was a man of neither ceremony nor civility, 
njade him no answer. The Duke, forgetting or remem- 
bering h<Jw many hours ‘he had made I^ord North wait 
when under him in the Treasury, could not brook this con- 
tempt, but having been a patriot, or intending to be so 
again, he veiled resentment under public good, and at his 
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own table at Newmarket broke out o])eiily, and belbre 
Charles Fox, ‘on the mismanageineiit and errors of the Mtiv. 
Charles posted to town and proclaimed the conversation. 
The town rung with the news that the Duke would l)egiu the • 
session in Opposition Rigby in a panic asked Fox if he 
might tell the Duke Vhat he had heard. Yes, said Fox 
jollily, he did not say it to me in confidence, but publicly. 
The Bedfords immediately lectured this Duke, who, being 
frightened, and, as cowards always do, beginning wi<h 
bullying, wrote to Fox that he was sure the latter had 
not misrepreselited his words, but concluded that others 
had misrepresented Fox’s. Charles, who wits very stout, 
made no answer, but went to the Duke at Newmarket, 
and, before his Grace could hammer out a palliative, said, 
“ My Lord, I will save your Grace trouble, and will rejieat 
what I have said.” The Duke did not like so much 
greater firmness than his own, but did not dare to contra- 
dict it, yet still had rebourse to evasion. He said, “ Sir, 
you have repeateif my words more exactly than I could do 
myself; still I desire not to be thought out of humour; 
Lord North (this was false) and the Ministers have ^een 
very civil to me ; I only disapprove of»all their measures. 
The public was impatient to see how he would flounder 
through these tricks and contradictions. 

Just as the Parliament was ready to open, new diflicul- 
ties fell on the Ministers. They learnt that two separate 
bodies of Provincials were marched to attack Quebec, 
where General Carleton, who was to have retaken Crown 
Point and Ticonderoga, and to invade New York with 
the favourite Roman Catholics, could raise 
but 600 men, and was obliged to send home his wife tor 
safety, who landed a few days before the Parliament met; 

and, on the 



508 LAST JOUENALS OF HOEACE WALPOLE. Oct. 

22nc?, intelligence came that the Provincials had seized 
Nova. Scotia and Halifax, and made themselves masters 
of 7000 stand of arms, a train of artillery, storesf and pro- 
• visions, all which by marvellous negligence had been 
guarded but by 50 men. The Ministers denied having 
any information of it, but Lord Hertford owned to me that 
the Ministers knew, the Provincials were gone thither, 
ai^ must take it al totally unguarded ; and added, “ The 
A^ej^cans will soon be masters of all the strong posts in 
Amei^ca.” These were the Provincials that Lord Sandwich 
and Colonel Grant had so wisely proclaimed cowards to a 
man. The loss of Halifax was the greater blow, as it was 
one of4:he places that the Administration had destined for 
the retreat of the troops from Boston. At this minute 
transports for Boston with cattle were lying wind-bound in 
the river, and the cattle was dying daily. 

This was a very different situation from that time 
twelvemonth, when I had almost despai^d of liberty. At 
least now it did not seem in great danger in America. 

I have mentioned the bravado of the Proclamation, and 
the .prosecution of printers. On the 23rd! the Minis- 
ter, to wear an aiv of vigour in consequence of those 
threats, or to throw out a tub that might make men forget 
the hopeless situation of their affairs in America, or to 
intimidate Wilkes and Sawbridge from provoking im- 
prisonment from Parliament by denying the Americans 
were in rebellion, took a step that was much more likely 
to inflame than terrify them ; and conducted the matter as 
sillily as it was contrived. On the oath of one Bichardson, 
an ‘Ameri^n and an officer, who swore that Sayer, a late 
patriot and banker of bad credit, had come to him in the 
Tower, and, taking him into a private room, had offered 
him 1500?. to assist him in seizing the Tower, and the 
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King as he went to the House of Lords, and then force 
him to call a new Parliament, thej- held a council and sciiit 
for Lord Mansfield and the Attorney-General ; the first 
was afiraid to appear, and the latter would not, laughing at 
the folly of the charge, as everybody did the moment they 
heard it. They could get nobody but blind Justice Field- 
ing and his clerk. However, on so absurd an allegation, 
supported but by one witness. Lord Eoiihford sent messen- 
gers the next morning to Sayer’s house, who, for fear ho 
should escape, told a lie, and said*thcyhad got a forged note 
of hand to talk fo him about. He came to them, and they 
seized him and carried him before Lord Eochford, where 
he behaved very civilly, but first sent for Eeynolds, 
Wilkes’s lawyer, for his counsel. As he had been Shcrift”, 
they pretended that in compliment to the City they com- 
mitted him to the Tower, allowing nobody but his wife to 
have access to him. Eichardson the evidence proved to 
have a very bad character. The Ministers, it was-su})- 
posed to justify their proceedings, had intercepted trea- 
sonable letters of Sayer to America. That this man and 
one Labelic, a poor mad enthusiast to liberty, whom they 
likewise took up, had talked indiscreetly, was probable* 
for one Nugent, another officer, said he had heard con- 
versation about seizing the Tower, in a coffee-house two 
days before Sayer was committed. On this Nugent was 
taken up too, but, refusing to name the person whom he 
had heard talk of it, was after two days released. The 
Ministers likewise issued warrants for apprehending one or 
two dissenting Divines. 

The same day thousands of incendiary papers »were dis- 
persed, inviting the people to rise and prevent the meet- 
ing of the Parliament. On this the guard was trebled, 
and their muskets loaded, and thirty-six rounds of powder 
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delivered to them. At the same time papers telling the 
pepple how well the Court was prepared, signed by Sir 
John Hawkins, Chairman of the Bench of Westminster 
Justices, were spread abroad. These rumours gathered an 
immense multitude of people together on the 

2Qth ; but everything passed very quietly, and the King 
opened the session with a veiy extraordinary speech, in 
which were three or four gross falsehoods ; the first, that 
th^jjiftiericans designed to establish an independent em- 
pire ; this was strongly contradicted by Lord Shelburne ; — 
and second, that Foreign Powers had offered us assistance ; 
if this meant Russia, it was false, for they had been 
begged, not offered d and if it alluded to little Princes in 
Germany, they could not with propriety be called Foreign 
Powers ; — the third was, pleading the conciliatory plan of 
last winter as indication of disposition to peace, whereas it 
was true that that plan had been only carried by Wedder- 
burn’s declaring that nothing serious was intended by it. 
But the most striking part was the King’s notification of a 
design of sending Commissaries to treat with any provinces 
that should wish to return to their duty. Whoever knew 
anything of America could but laugh at this scheme, as 
there was not the least probability that the Americans 
M'ould treat with the present Administration. To others 
it seemed to imply that the Ministers began to be alarmed, 
and wished to treat. Many of them for fear of their 
places looked that way ; but there was a secret motive to 
this known a few days afterwards, that set the whole in the 
most ridiculous, mean, and contemptible light possible. 

* If was said that we had asked fbr nothing now was said on it ; only some 
20,000, timt the Empress said she could affirmed that the French Ambassador 
not lend so many, but spoke very fair, at St. Petersburgh had protested against 
The meeting of iWliament was deferred lending us those troops. It is 

to the 26th, as it was said tho finaf the demand had been spread in France 

answer might come on the 22nd, but by the beginning of September. 
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The Addresses, moved in die one House by Lord 
Townshcnd (very ill), and by Mr. Ackland^ and Governor 
Lyttelton ® in the other, were warmly attacked in * both, 
after Lord Camden had presented a petition from the 
City for peace, to which the Chancellor opposed one, con- 
temptible from the insignificance of the petitioners as 
under command, from Ndva Scotia. A like was presented 
to the House of Commons. 

The Duke of Grafton, who two days before had ac- 
quainted the King with his dissent ?rom the measures of 
Government, ai'ter Lord Gower wi Eigby’s authority had 
assured his Majesty that the Duke would not disagree, 
openly condemned both the Speech and measures. It was 
known that Lord Camden, voluntarily or invited, h*ad en- 
tered into counsels with him in the summer ; and as Hiuch- 
cliffe. Bishop of Peterborough, now took the same part, 
and influenced his former pupil, Mr. Crewe, to take the 
same part in the Commons, much of his Grace’s disgusts 
was imputed to the Bishop, who was a sensible fine gen- 
tleman, and a Whig, though he had the last year, when the 
prospect was more promising for the Court, gone much 
with the stream of favour. Lord Shelburne was not*less 
hostile ; Lord Eockingham took part, and the Duke of 
Eichmond as ably and with more applause than usual ; 
even Lord Lyttelton, now gone into Opposition, because 
Lord North had offered him a lucrative place, and not 
one of power or show, attacked the Ministers warmly, and 
told Lord Sandwich, who he thought had hinted censure 
at Lord Chatham, that he had not dared to attack that 
great Lord if present. Lord Chatham was indeed eon- 


* Eldest son of Sir Thomas Ackland, 
and married to a daughter of Lord 
Ilchester, 


® William Lyttelton, brother ^ of 
Gfeorge Lord Lyttelton, and lato Minis- 
ter at Lisbon. 
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fined, and had long been in a despondent situation. The 
young Lord Ferrers,^ eldest son of Lord Townshend, a 
most excellent young man, declared he should oppose all 
the measures of the Court, though out of respect to his 
father he would not begin that day. The Ministers made 
a most disgraceftil figure, .Lord Grower alone defending 
them tolerably. Lord Rochford 'did as well as his capacity 
would allow him-^that was, wretchedly. lie said he 
W(!W(|» take on hiuk. to affirm that there was a design to 
raise a rebellion here ‘and* overturn the Government; an 
assertion not only ridiculous from what had h,eeii discovered, 
but very inconsistent with the boasts of the Ministers that 
the whole nation was with them. Lord Sandwich, whose 
parts his own friends thought impaired, behaved so inde- 
cently, arrogantly, and contemptuously, that he was often 
called to order, and did own he had been deceived in the 
number of ships wanted in America, and yet that, if more 
had been asked, many Lords woijld have opposed their 
being g anted. Lord Weymouth did not speak, nor the 
Law Lords Camden and Mansfield, who seemed to wait 
to reply to each other. The House sat till eleven, after 
two' divisions: the first on a proposed amendment in 
which the Duke did not vote, and which was rejected by 
G9 to 29, ; the second against the whole Address, which 
was carried by 69 to 33. The Earl of Jersey, Lord of 
the Bedchamber, but attached to the Duke of Grafton, 
voted with him in the minority. 

In the Commons Lord John Cavendish and Sir James 
Lowther moved to correct the Address, and were briskly 

< Gteorge, afterwards second Marquis of Gliartloy. On hor death in 1770 bci 
of Townsliend, was at this time twenty- eldest son George succeeded to the 
one years of age. His mother, Char- title, and by it was subsequently suin- 
lotte, the only daughter of Compton, moned to the House of Peers in ins 
flfthSEarl of Northampton, was in hor father’s lifetime. He died m laii. 
ow) right Baroness Compton and Ferrara — D. 
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seconded by the Lord Mciyor Wilkes, Hopkins, ii ck'rk 
of the Green Cloth and friend of the Duke of Grafton, 
Temple Luttrell and the Colonel his brother, Governor 
Johnston, Sir Edward Astley, General Conway, Colonel 
Barrc, Bnrke, Charles Fox, Dunning, T. Townsliend, and 
Turner. For the Court spoke iliee. Sir liichard Sutton, 
Lord Stanley, Sir William Meredith, Jolliffe, Sir Adam 
Ferguson, Freeman, Lord George Gttrraaiiu?, Lord Bar- 
rington, Lord North, and th(i Attorney and Solicitor 
Generals. General Conway spoke with the highest spirit 
and universal ‘•applause, even from the Courtiers and his 
rival Lord George. lie said, — they talked of the .King’s 
dominions in America ; where had he any left there ? was 
Montreal any longer his ? was Quebec ? was Halifax ? — 
who would answer him ? He professed great respect for 
his Majesty, but said, looking full at Kigby, he never 
would be bound down to act with one set of men and 
say black was white, 3nd ^lat was called upon system. 
— The Solicitor-General having said he augured well from 
our ill success, as the late war had begun ill, and ended so 
gloriously, Burke took this up to ridicule, but lost Jiii^j- 
self in a torrent of images and copiousness, as he often 
did. — Charles Fox took it up tetter, and said the late war 
had not turned to success till the Ministry had been 
changed — forgetting Lord Chatham had come in, and his 
own father had been of the former Administration •, but 
with his usual quickness he soon recovered that slip and 
said. Lord Hardwicke had been a great lawyer but a 
wretched politician ; and when he gave place to Lord 
Chatham, all had prospered; “but,” continued* he, rising 
in energy, ** not Lord Chatham, not the Duke of Marl- 
borough, no, not Alexander nor Cmsar, had ever con- 
quered so much territory as Lord North h^d lost in one 

VOL. I. 2 L 
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campaign.” ^ Lord Nortli made a poor defence •, and Saw- 
brMge declaring that he had received the' orders of his 
constituents to impeach the Ministers, and certainly would, 
Lord North’s voice was observed to falter. The House 
sat till past four in the morning, when the Address was 
carried by 278 to 108. 

The next day the Duke of* ^l^ichmond, having drawn a 
st^n^protest for th*e dissenting Lords, found the Ministers 
hae smjoumed the fepuse, before the usual hour, to disap- 
point it — a poor refuge, as they could protest on that step 
and enter their former reasons, and could always print 
them. 

The Commons sat again till twelve at night on the 
Report of the Address,* the debate turning on the garrison- 
ing Gibraltar and Port Mahon with Hanoverian troops, 
which the Opposition cried out against as a glaring breach 
of the Act of Settlement. Lord North said he did not 
believe that measure not having the consent of Parliament 
was illegal, but, if it was, there might be an Act of In- 
demnity ; on which Colonel Barre advised him to insert 
ajl ,the crimes and blunders of the Ministers. Adam, 
nephew of the Scoteh architect, and a rising speaker, said, 
that, though wishing so well as he did to the measures 
of Administration, he was sorry the noble Lord’s inherent 
indolence, which he had so often confessed in that House, 
should so far unfit him for being First Minister, but hoped 
his Lordship would not suffer it to be said in history that 
in the year 1775 he had lost America. Lord North said. 


® “ For the * Fuhlio Advertiser,' 

On the Loss of North America in 
Campaign. 

“ Of two'CoIumbnsea let Europe boast ; 
America one/bttud,-— and t’other lobt. 


** On the Same, 

“ O’er East and West Pitt spread the British reign. 
Curb'd envious France, and humbled faithless 
Spain. ^ , , 

Norm, with rash ignorance and wasteful cost, 
In one campaign a continent has lost. 

'^^\at stigmas, eibands, stars— how foul a blot, 
"V^en North a garter /las, and Chatham not 
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he confessed his indolence, and still more his inability ; that 
he had been forced into his present situation, and kept fn it, 
and, while there was a storm, would stand firm. Ho owned 
he had not apprehended so general a revolt, and said he 
should propose a bill for empowering the King to call out 
the militia if there shouM be any rebellion ; a nd he added 
this'savage sentence, — “V/^ we suffer from the war, we shall 
at least have the satisfaction of mxikhi^ the Americans suffer 
more” — Barr6 ridiculed Lord North admirably on his 
deference to Adam, a Scot, and said that accent had always 
weight, and e'ken its reproofs were called candid ; but his 
Irish brogue did not meet with the same favour, and was 
always construed into invective. — lligby rejoiced at Lord 
North’s resolution, but owned the last campaign had not 
answered his hopes, and did think the fault must lie 
somewhere, whether in the sea or land department ho 
could not say. — Hartley, G. Byng, Sir G. Yonge, and 
Dempster were strong for the illegality; Cornwall, the Lord 
Advocate, with violence, for it ; Sir Gilbert Elliot for trying 
both war and peace. The Report was carried by 1/6 to 
72. Sir Matthew Ridley, a country gentleman, always 
with Administration, owned he began to fear the ex- 
pense of the war. Governor Johnston said he should 
hereafter lay open the true secret reason for sending the 
Commissaries ; and he told some people that very day, that 
it was Lord Mansfield who had insisted on that measure, 
that his darling bastard Sir Thomas Mills might be one of 
them ; a man notoriously too inconsiderable for the office, 
and a strange instance of interested selfishness or cowardice 
in the author of the war. 

28#A. Sayer was carried by Habeas Corpus before Lord 
Mansfield, whose dastardly spirit again displayed itself by 
his profuse civility to Sayer, whom he allowe,d to be bailed. 

2. L 2 
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31sf. Colonel Keene, Lord North’s brother-in-law, told 
me that he had heard me say I wished my place in the 
Custom-house were for my own life, not for ray brother’s, 
and that Lord North would be very glad to give it me for 
my own. I replied, “ Sir, to be sure a place for one’s 
own life is more agreeable than ipr another person’s ; but 
I beg to explain njyself to you tliough I do think so, 'and 
ha|e iiery likely said so, still it was with no intention of 
asking: to have it so; and. I must tell you that I might 
have had it so. Lord Holland, when I lived with him in 
great intimacy, offered to make my place for iny own life, 
but I would not accept it.” “ No ?” said Colonel Keene, “ I 
am amazed at that! why not?” “ Because, Sir,” said I, 
it is a greater favour than I will ever accept from any 
man.” “To be sure,” add^d he, “it would be more difficult 
to give it you now, as even the reversion is granted.” 
“Yes, Sir,” said I, “ and I will explain that to you too. 
Lord Bute, after Lord Holland’s life, would have been 
overjoyed to have given me my place for. my life ; but I 
would not accept it ; and so the reversion was given to 
Jenk«inson.” I was much pleased with this offer, as I knew 
it was made in hopes of my persuading Mr. Conway to 
vote with, the Ministry against America, and gave me 
the opportunity of showing him how disinterested my sen- 
timents were, and as it proved to me how much they were 
hull by his opposition. It was silly too, as everybody 
knew it was impossible to corrupt me ; and having refused 
to accept the place twenty years before from Lord Holland 
when he wanted to buy me to approve his measures, and 
rejected all overtures from Lord Brjte, and withstood 
Grenville at the hazard of my fortune, and advised Mr. 
Conway to resist all overtures, and . offers, and threats, it 
was not probable that at fifty-eight I wbuld disgrace my 
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whole lile, character, and principles, for a lucrative offer 
that I could, flatter myself with few years’ enjoyment of 
and what a mean creature must Lord North be, if he could 
hope I was mean enough to accept a favour from him after 
his brutal behaviour to my nephew the Luke of Glouces- 
ter but the last winter ! 


NOVEMBER. 


Several Lords protested against the Address. 

1.5^. 28,000 seamen proposed in the House of Commons, 
Lord North had changed his pacific language, and was now 
for vigorous measures. Burke, Charles Fox, and General 
Conway, all spoke ably against the measures ; though the 
latter approved the number of seamen, that the country 
might not be left defenceless. He upbraided Lord North 
for his obstinate silence on the Conciliatory Commission, or 
Commissioners, who, he said, could not be sent without con- 
sent of Parliament ; but all their measures were wrapped 
up in darkness, nor, indeed, would the Ministers give any 
lights of any sort. This was a parliamentary war, and yet 
even Parliament was trusted with nothing ! If concessions 
were to be made, they would come best from Parliament. 
Everybody had given up taxation, and yet the war con- 
tinued. The seamen were carried without a division. 

In the Lords the Duke of Manchester movjpd for A,cen- 
sure on employing the Hanoverians without consent of 
Parliament, and the Duke of Grafton supported the 
motion, but it was rejected by 53 to 32. 
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"ind. The same motion was made in the House of Com- 
mons by Sir James Lowther, but after a verj? long debate 
it was rejected by a previous question. 

Zrd. The bill for indemnifying the Ministers on em- 
ploying the Hanoverians was read and occasioned another 
late debate. Dunning was very severe on the indirect 
measures by which the Court had ^ocured Addresses. He 
represented the indecency and danger of a battalion of the 
D^cfehire militia addressing the King for war, and taxed 
Lord'^'lSrorth with correcting that Address, and with pro- 
curing one from the University of Oxford,, in whom, as 
tutors of youth, it was shocking to promote bloodshed. 
This was carried by 203 to 81. 

The same day the Duchess of Kingston petitioned the 
House of Lords for her trial. 

Ath. Pitt and Mr. Pownall arrived from Quebec, sent 
by General Carleton (for their personal safety as it was 
thought) to give an account of 2Q0 Provincials having 
made an attempt on Quebec and being repulsed. They 
had certainly made the attack with tpo few men and too 
little artillery. It began to be said that the attempt on 
H%lifex had failed likewise, being guarded by a man-of- 
war. 

7th. Temple Luttrell made a motion for pacification 
with America, but little notice was taken of it, nor fol- 
io vjjpd any division. 

8tA. The army moved for in the House of Commons. 
Lord Barrington said it was not designed against all the 
provinces, as some few were for peace. This was a stale 
tric]c.to soyir divisions in the, colonies. Sir Robert Smith 
and Mr. Powis, who both generally voted with ihe Court, 
declared they could not vote for the army unless the 
Ministers would opem more of their plaii. General Con- 
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way supported them, and said it was the opinion of many 
ofiSeers that .the war would be better carried on by sea 
alone. The House sat till near eleven, when the army 
was carried by so great a majority as 227 to 73. 

2th. A very violent speech was published of Wilkes, on 
his giving up the mayoralty to Sawbridge. It was full of 
invectives and insplt both Houses, particularly the 
House of Lords. 

The same day the Privy Seal was.taken from the Duke 
of Grafton, which he inte,nded \o rusign. This dismission 
produced several other changes,^, and indeed gave a nerv 
complexion to the Cabinet. The memorable I^ord George 
Sackville Germaine became a Minister, a proof at least of 
his political courage. The Scotch faction was outrageous 
at Lord North’s indolence, and were for pushing oji the 
war with the utmost violence. The Earl of Suffolk,' 
as ambitious as if he had parts, was, though an absolute 
cripplp, eager to act, a more considerable part, and was 
governed by Wedderburn and Lord George, the latter ot 
whom was as active and determined as Lord Jsorth was 
the reverse. The Earl of Dartmouth had conquered his 
own conscience, but not his scruples : he had lent hhuselt 
to all the worst acts of the eager, but‘had not grown eager 
himself. He now was persuaded to, show that he had 
acted against his principles for pay, not for power, and gave 
up the provinces to Lord George and took the Privy 
Poor Lord llochford, w’ho had made so silly a figure in 
Sayers affair, and as silly in Parliament, was* dismissed 
with a pension.* Lord Weymouth succeeded him. Lord 


^ Heniy, second Earl of Suffolk and 
Berkshire. He died in March 1779, 
childless, but leaving his widow erminte, 
Tho presumptive heir was Henry 
Bowes, the late Earl’s uncle, who 
waited in suspense till August lUJ, 


when the widowed Countess gave'hirth 
to a son.--but the little Earl lived but 
two days, when Ids great-uncle suc- 
ceeded to the title and estates.— D- 
a It amounted to 3320/. a year.— D, 
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Ashburnham, a Court cipher, was made Groom of tlie 
Stole *, Lord Pelham, another of the same class, succeeded 
him in the great Wardrobe; and the infamous Lord Lyttel- 
ton, who had terrified this martial Ministry by one speech, 
was made Justice in Eyre, in the room of Lord Pelham, 
and that very day made a more violent oration against the 
Americans than that he had mad^for them a fortnight be- 
forg on his bargain being refused. When these new Ministers 
■v^e^ taking the oaths in Council, the King called Rigby 
aside, and expressed hie obligations to Lord Weymouth for 
taking the Seals ; and added — “ Thurlow (the friend of 
Weymouth and Rigby) is my lawyer.'' This was notable 
insincerity, for Wedderburn, Thurlow’s particular rival, 
was really the King’s lawyer, and had the greatest share 
in this change. In the Commons, Jenkinson, on the army, 
as the mouth of the Court, declared for more vigorous 
measures. 

10th. The Duke of Richmond engaged the House of 
Lords to examine Governor Penn, who had brought over 
the proposal from the colonies. Penn told them the 
colonies had neither lost their loyalty to the King nor 
affection to this country, but would if we did not make 
peace soon. Being asked if Lord Dartmouth had asked 
him any questions, l^e said, “ None at all " (see the ‘ London 
Chronicle ’ of November 1 1). The Duke then com- 
plained of the Ministers doing nothing, and yet vaunting 
that 70,000 men were to^be sent to America, of which 
30,000 w*ere to be Russians, the carrying of whom to 
Alnerica would cost 500,000/.; and he moved that the 
petition of , the Congress afforded matter for conciliation. 
Lord Dartmouth and Lord Sandwich opposed the motion, 
and the lattei*went into a vain rant on his own merit in 
the peace of Aix-la-Chapelle.‘ This was yell ridiculed by 
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Lord Shelburne, who put him iu mind that he was 
the only man. who had ever stipulated for the disgrace of 
sending hostages- to France; and he challenged the Mi- 
nisters to answer whether they did not know that they 
could not have Russians, and that Frajicc had hixisted 
should not have them. No miswer was made to this, but 
the motion was rejected 86 to 33. 

14^//,. General Gage arrived from Boston. Whatever 
accounts he brought were sedulously Concealed. All that 
was learnt was that the troops dbukhnot g'ot out of Boston, 
were to wint(;i' ^therc, and were fortifying themselves as 
strongly as they could, and had few fresh provisions. 

Ibth. The Duke of Grafton, having summoned the 
House of Lords, moved for a state of the forces in 
America, in order to ground advice to the. King. This 
was objected to as likely to convey intelligence to the Pro- 
vincials. Lord Camden and Lord Mansfield spoke long 
on their different sideg. Lord Denbigh blabbed that the 
Court reckoned that the manufacturers would enlist when 
out of employment. The motion was rejected without a 
division. 

The same day, ih the Committee for empowering? the 
King to call out the militia in case of rebellion. Lord John 
Cavendish (in the House of Commons) moved that the 
said power should not extend beyond the continuance of 
the present rebellion. This also was rejected by 140 to 55. 
Another striking evidence that ths Court was driving at arbi- 
trary power by a standing army. 

\Qth. Mr. Burke made his conciliatory motion, and 
spoke for three hours and a half — in general jll. It .was 
remarkable that in his proposed repeal he did not mention 
the Quebec BilWanother symptom of his old Popery. 
Lord Camden and Lord Shelburne were so offended at 
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this omission that neither Dunning nor Barrc attended. 
(Lord Shelburne was as jealous of the Duke, of Grafton as 
Lord Rockingham, and both feared that on a change 
Grafton would be preferred to them, for preferment was 
iippermost in all their thoughts. I had written a strong 
letter in the summer to Lord Camden, begging him, if 
sent for, not to accept till the ^'ing ;was so reduced, and 
tl» nation so provoked, that the authors of the late mea- 
Su|e^toight be punisjied, and a total end put to the plan of 
despotism. I sent the letter by a messenger, but Lord 
Camden pretended to be afraid of answering it even 
that way. But as he even did not come to me on my 
return from France, I saw he was displeased at my advis- 
ing him to hesitate a moment about accepting the Seals.) 
Lord Ossory and Richard Fitzpatrick, nephews of Lord 
Gower, but won over by Charles Fox, now declared them- 
selves in Opposition. The elder brother spoke sensibly and 
well, the younger very well. Charles Fox outshone him- 
self, made a very pathetic eulogiuin on the two brothers, 
and a very humorous description of the Treasury Bench. 
Wedderburn shone too. Lord George Germaine® now 
opened as Minister, and was at first much flustered. The 
House sat till four in the morning, when the conciliatory 
plan was rejected by 210 to 105. Just before the division 
Lord North, half asleep, owned that New York might 
have been saved if a few regiments had been sent in 
tim'e.^ 

20!t/j. Lord North had given notice that he should soon 
make some motion of great consequence. He made it 
now; it was for a bill to repeal the Boston and Massachus- 

® Governor Johnston, who Lad for- * Some excellent papers stoed 
merly fought him, now very brutally “Valence," J don't toow by whom, 
ixnd unhandsomely again reflected on were published about Wis time iii tiio 
Lord George’s courage. * London Evening Post.’ 
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sets Acts, as not extending to all the provinces, and to 
empower the King’s subjects to seize and destroy all Anic- 
ncan vessels; and the language now was to maintain the 
light of taxation. T. Townshend censured the severity of 
this new bill, and commended Lord Effinghani ; so did 
General Conway warmly, and said, though against a foreign 
enemy an officer must dhey all orders, yet in a civil war, 
where he thought the Constitution concerned, conscience 
,was ever above honour, as the Comte* de Fende thouglit 
at the massacre of Paris. This'w'as severely arraigned by 
Thurlow, but Conway explained himself still more fully. 
Sawbridge, the Lord Mayor, went farther and drew a bitter 
parallel betw'cen Lord Effingham and Ijord George Ger- 
maine, who, he said, had turned pale at the head of 
squadrons. The bill was ordered in by 192 against 62 . 

The rest of that week were several very late debates in 
the House of Commons on various bills — as the Militia 
and Indemnity Bills, The Court did at last submit to 
confine the King’s power over the militia to seven years. 
In one of the debates on the militia, Charh‘s Fox saying it 
was not fit to be trusted in hands who could petition the 
King for pushing the war against America, Mr. AckHndj’^ 
his cousin, a hot Tory, warmly resente’d it, and said it was 
in fitter hands than in those of men who had ruined 
themselves by the most scandalous vices. This person- 
ality, unprovoked by any; gave offence. Fox replied : he 
confessed his errors, and wished he could atone for them. 

This week died that voluminous writer and compiler. Sir 
John Hill.* 


® Son of Sir Thomas Ackland, a very 
rich western knight. The son was 
married to a daughter of, the Earl of 
Ilchester, Fox s*uncle. 

^ Sir John Hill was a y ain man, hut 


he was very far fi*om being the fool that 
his enemies said he was. He was one 
of the most industrious beings that ever 
lived, and had essayed many callings 
in order to obtain a living; depending 
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27t/i. Alderman Oliver, by former directions of the City, 
moved to address his Majesty to know who had advised the 
war. This motion, as the times were not ripe for it, was 
very injudicious, and was supported only by Wilkes and 
Sawbridge. Charles Fox endeavoured to prevent a divi- 
sion, but the Ministers, knowing their strength, forced it on 
to assure a negative, after Lord^IiTorth had avowed that he 
and various Ministers had given the advice. Not above 
%i|f^ere for the mojtion. 

Accounts from Ireland that Sir John Blaquierc had 
acquainted the House of Commons that the King desired 
they would admit of his sending 4000 men of that esta- 
blishment to America, and that, if they desired it, he would 
replace them with 4000 Hessians and Brunswick ers, as 
soon as that House would enable bim to do so. 

29th. Some feeble opposition was given to the Nova 
Scotia Bill, but it was carried by 91 to 12. 

30(h. On the last reading of the Indemnity Bill, Lord 
Rockingham, alone, moved to have it thrown out: Lord 
Weymouth seconded that, and it was rejected. This bill. 


only 'bn himself, for his father, an old 
clergyman, could give him Vio aid. Hill 
kept an apothecary’s shop, managed a 
botanical garden, appeared as an actor, 
went back to his shop in St, Martin's 
Lane, and in the back parlour there 
edited ‘Theophrastus on Gems,’ and 
gained thereby some money and repu- 
tation, - He aspired, on the strength of 
his successful editorsliip, to enter the 
Royal Society, but, being rejected, he 
took revenge in foolishly satirizing that 
learned body. He pursued authorship 
with great zeal, and did what many 
inpre able men were unable to do,— 
namely, made 1500Z. in one year by 
his own compositions. On setting up 
as physician, with the diploma of M.D., 
lie declined to follow in the old paths 
of professional routine, and was conse- 
quently deilounoed as a quack. His 


self-estimation erred in an opposite 
direction ; and his impertinence iu 
public, where he was for ever figuring, 
once brought- upon him a horse-wli ip- 
ping at Ranelagh. He founded tho 
‘British Magazine’ and ‘Inspector,’ 
wrote many volumes and papers on 
Natural History and Philosophy, and 
was knighted by the King of Sweden, 
in acknowledgment of a presentation 
of Hill’s seven folio volumes on ‘Vege- 
table History’ — a work of very consi- 
derable merit, which gained no Eng- 
lish honours for tho author. An epi- 
gram ascribed to Garrick, who would 
not accept a farce by the medical che- 
valier, is as good as it is severe : — 

For physic and farces his equal there scarce is • 

His farces itre physic; his physic a farce is. 
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wliich had taken up three long clays in the other Ilotise, 
had been brought in to please Sir W. Bagot and the Torit/s, 
w'ho, from their old hatred of Hanoverian troojis, had de- 
sired to have that bill, that spoke their not being constitu- 
tional. Lord Bockingham triumphed in his success, though 
it was plain that thef Ministei's, more arbitrary than tlie 
Tories themselves, wmre pi*oad of having the deed stand on 
the King’s authority, and were not afraid of being called 
to account hereafter from want «f indemnity for that Act. 

All this time Addresses and a few Tetitions eontinaed to 
be jiresented. *One was remarkable. The Lari of Ilard- 
wieke (formerly a friend to the repeal of the Stamp Act, 
now an eager anti-American) joined with Lord Sandwich, 
formerly his competitor for the High Stewardship of Cam- 
bridge, to procure an Address, which they carried by sur- 
prise, before the Duke of Grrafton, the Chancellor, and the; 
Bishop of Peterborough, Master of Trinity College, could 
assemble their friends. * Still, however, the Bishop, and Hr. 
Law, Bishop of Carlisle, opposed it so much, that it was 
carried by a small majority, and was so whittled down, 
that the King could not be pleased. 

About the same time Earl Cornwallis, a good sort of 
man, who had a wife and children that ho loved, ajid win; 
at the time of the Stamp Act had been one of five who 
voted for the repeal in the House of Lords, was now be- 
come so good a courtier, that, as troops were going to the 
southern colonies, in hopes of countenancing some resist- 
ance on the paVt of the King’s friends, he asked to go 
thither with his ofn regiment, and it was granted. 

The month ended triumphantly in Parhametit for flie 
Ministers,’ not only from the corruption of that assembly, 


7 It was the witty remark of Selwyn 
that Ministers grew less by elevation, 


like little statues placed oii lofty pedes- 
tals.— -D. 
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from the predominance of Toryism, and from the frenzy 
of the nation against America, but from the want of abili- 
ties and from the factions in the Opposition. The Duke 
of Richmond, whose health was bad, disgusted with* ill suc- 
cess, had been gone a fortnight into the country : so was 
the Duke of Grafton, and many other young men, for their 
hunting and sports attached them more than then prin- 
^Ip ; and as Lord Camden said we]l, it was impossible 
tb command an army of lolunteers. Formerly the obsti- 
nacy of the Jacobites and Tories had kept them together 
better than the troops of the Court ; now, the activity of 
the Scotch, and the incapacity of Lord Rockingham, the 
Cavendishes, and Burke, and the factions in Opposition, 
reduced them to nothing. Lord Shelburne, Barrc, and 
Dunning were so dissatisfied with the Rockinghams, that 
they declared it should be long before they voted with them 
again. Wilkes obstinately pursued his own ideas, and was 
therefore shunned by all those lordly leaders. Charles F ox, 
the only active, man in Opposition, would not give up his 
dissolute life, sat up all night, and was seldom out of hed 
|)efpre two in the afternoon. The sense and spirit of the 
Americans was alh that threatened the Court, for Spain 
was certainly afraid of the example of the revolt, and 
France, if she supported the Americans, did it in a small 
degree and very secretly. If this nation is saved. Provi- 
dence or chance must save it; I see nothing at home in 
its favour, for the indolence of the Administration was 
now likely to be quickened by the activity of Lord George 
Germaine. 
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Is#. The bill for making .captures of American ships de- 
bated till eleven at night. It having b«cn reported, on their 
secession, that Lord Shelburne^ DuuTiiug, and Barre (the 
latter of whom was ill at Bath with the gout in his 
stomach) wer5 gone over to the Court, Dunning appeared 
in the House and spoke warmly against the bill, alleging 
as the cause of his late absence that he had been ill. 
T. Townsheud attacked the Ministers violently on the 
late message to Ireland, as most disrespectful to the Par- 
liament of England, as, though so civil to that of Ireland, 
the King engaged that the Parliament of England should 
pay the foreign troops* Jenkinson, to excuse his ancient 
patron Lord Harcourt, pleaded that the speeches and 
messages of the Lords-Lieutenants were always drawn by 
the Lord Chancellor there; but Lord North, seeing^ that 
was no excuse, said the English Ministers had not autho- 
rized that message, and that, as Townsheud spoke only 
from newspaper information, it might not be true, and tlie 
House must wait for better authority. Townsheud pledged 
himself to take it up if true. The bill was voted by 107 
to 55, and was much debated in the Committee. On the 
1th, the last day of the Committee, Sawbridge again 
abused Lord George Germaine in very gross terras, bir 

George Saville the same day made a fine 

gyric on the Admiral Sir Charles Saunders, who died that 

sirlohn Bla,uiere, Lord Harcourl'a Seorrtery. who 
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governed his principal with no more abilities than the 
principal himself possessed, had proposed to the Irish 
House of Commons to allow the King to send to America 
4000 of the 12,000 men which his Majesty had given his 
royal word to maintain there. The venal majority allowed 
the monarch to break his word ^yhen he desired it. Sir 
John then otfered them 4000 Hessians and Bruns wickers, 
€md|^he House, as if a breach of promise were security, 
r^eited the offer by a gr^at majority. This seemed an 
Irishism ; but the truth was, the Secretary had privately 
engaged his friends to oppose the offer, though he did not 
vote against it himself. What was the true meaning of 
this finesse I do not know. It might be to make the 
leaving the country so naked the option of the country 
itself ; it might be that the King could not get the foreign 
troops in question, or that he did not care to be at the 
expense of them. The manoeuvre was paltry, though it 
spoke the dependence of the Ministers on the promises of 
France and Spain that they would not attack us. 

Wth. The bill for destroying the American shipping was 
pas^pd in the House of Commons by 1 12 to 16. The Op- 
position had so deserted (gone to the country) that this was 
all the fijrce they could muster. I and others had advised 
their not coming to Parliament, but protest against the 
measures. There had been some dignity in this, but they 
could' neither assemble nor retire with propriety, and this 
neglect could but dishearten the Americans. On the 
other hand. Lord George Germaine, as was foreseen, set 
oiit with spirit, seizing two chests of letters that were going 
by' a eomulon ship to Virginia. 

On the death of Sir Charles Saunders ^ Lord Sandwich, 

‘Saunders had passed through a ferenco to tlieo' Lives of the Admirals, 
glorious career, gs may bo Mcn by re- His glory and usefulness conimcncio 
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before he was buried, got Palliser, his fiivouritc, made 
Lieutenant-General of the Marines, though Lord Noftli 
had promised it to Lord Howe, who came to town and 
claimed Lord North’s promise. The latter chose to plead 
forgetfulness, rather than confess that Lord Sandwich had 
clapped in Palliser »by ^surprise. Lor^ Howe said he 
would^go directly to* the IJing and resign all his employ- 
ments, and that his brother, the General at Poston, he was 
sure, would resign too. Lord, North beseeched him to 
have patience, and, to quiet him, offered a pension of 
300QZ. a year *to Admiral Forbc% to resign the post of 
General of Marines to Lord Howe. This was not settled 
at the end of the year. 

Major Stuart, a younger son of Lord Bute, was preferred 
over the heads of some officers who had served at Bunkers 

Plill. 

A ship going to America, Lord George Germaine sent 
and seized two parcels -of letters going thither, though not 
contrary to law. 

. The White Boys continued to commit great ravages in 
Ireland, on so few troops beihg left there. , . 

\Uk The American Shipping Bill carried in the Lords 
by 78 to 19. See ‘London Chronicle’ of 10th. 

On the last reading of that bill Lord Mansfield, en- 
couraged by the accession of Lord George Germaine to 
the Ministry and by the absence of Lord Camden, who 
was at Bath, broke out violently in support of the war, 
and said, no matter who was the author of it, it must now 


when he became lientt?nant to Anson 
in the famous expetlition to the boutli 
Seas. As one of Hawke’s captains, he 
was remarkablo for pluck; 
commander of tlie naval part ol the 
enterprise against Quebec, lie exhibited 
a zeal, foresight, and bravtVy whicli ren- 

VOL. I. 


dered Ilia name highly.popular, i«ml 
obtained for him the lientciiant-goue- 
ralcy of tlio Muiinea. Ho cloned Uia 
long and brilliant career, a eontentecl 
■ thoiiKb a o.liildfoia man; iiw marnago 
I witli tho only daughter oi a harAor 
: (MisaBaok) Iioiug witlmut assuc.-D. . 

2 M 
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be pursued. The Duke of Richmond defending the 
Americans, Lord Denbigh said we had traitors among us. 
The Duke, alluding to Lord Denbigh’s former J acohitisni, 
said he thought there were no longer any traitors in Eng- 
land. Lord Townshend, as if the King’s army had been 
successful, said 1^ wished Hancock and Adams would fly 
to Switzerland, that we might, not be obliged to punish 
them. 

^ “Piese exultation^* seeiq^d to be occasioned. by boasted 
feats of Lord Dunmore, who, the Scotch said, though 
retreated on board his o'wn ship, had landed with 80 men 
and put to flight 300 Provincials, and taken or spiked 
several cannon. The Court, to justify their naming him 
one of the sixteen, published, in the Gazette of the 

23r(i, a lying account of his having taken all the 
artillery of the province (though only a few privateer guns 
that had been left on the shore as useless), and made 
prisoner Robinson, a Deputy of the Provincial Congress. 
To this, in the same Gazette, was added assurances that 
Canada was perfectly safe. 

'J'he very next day all these triumphs were contra- 
dicted. It was proved that there was no such person as 
Robinson, and accounts arrived that the Provincials under 
General Montgomery, an Irishman, had defeated General 
Carleton, who was fled to Montreal, and had summoned 
the fortress of St. John, which had capitulated. The 
safety of Canada had been pretended, because the Ministers 
on the last bill had been reproached with the danger of 
our West India Islands, and had pleaded that Canada 
Would supply them. 

This news threw the Ministers into the greatest con- 

2 It was said at this time that Jlng- I American (Jominions to France and 
land offered a nyatual guarantee of their j Spain, which those Courts rejoc t 
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stornation, except Lord North, who M'ouhl have gone to 
his villa at Bashy, hut Lord George .Germaine would not 
let him. Lord George went to the Admiralty, whore he 
found only Palliser (for Lord Sandwich and the other 
Lords were gone into the country for Christmas), and said 
he must have four stiips to send to Quebec. Palli.ser said 
they could not get into the river, which was Irozon, and it 
was given up. 

On the '2Sth, accounts came that CVirleton had deserted 
Montreal, which the Provincials took, and had shut him- 
self up in Quebec, having but 700 men, all thei/ had kept 
for the guard of that tohoh jyi'ovince, and tin; Canadians, 
whom he could not trust, for the Canadians, in spite of 
the restoration of their religion, leaned towards the Pro- 
vincials. General Ilowe had wished to send 1000 men 
from Boston, but Admiral Greaves, i^o still commanded 
there, though he had had his sword broken ov(t his head, 
called a council of war, who, agreed with him that he must 
not dare to risk the King’s ships. 

The same day arrived General Burgoyne from Boston, 
on his private affairs, :is he said. Thirty prisoners of the 
Provincials, sent over, were lodged in P endennis Castle ; 
the Ministers were very sorry they were sent: they did 
not dare to try them, as the Provincials had far more 
prisoners of ours. 

Accounts came -of attempts by our ships to burn ■ the 
towns on the coasts ; all were said to be condemned, but 
the first attempts had miscarried. In the meantime the 
Provincials had taken a. rich storeship of ours witi o 

hundredweight of powder. . t i 

The loss of Canada was a particular blow to Lord 


Tliiswas agreeable to Rigby s idea, 
who aaid, to prevent the colonics from 


growing independent, they 
back tifty years. 

2 m*2 


must bo put 
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George Germaine, whose plan, it was thought, was to 
make war thence on the back settlements. - 

A Fellow of Emanuel College, preaching at St. Mary’s, 
Cambridge, declared he hoped, from the piety of the 
King, -that the Convocation would be allowed to sit and 
the clergy recover the titheg they had lost and the power 
of correcting vice. 

I promised to give an account of the Duke of Gloucester’s 
iM-ness and motives fca* retirmg out of England. The slights 
Iw received from all the higher ranks of people, the perse- 
cutions of his elder brother, the narrowness of his income 
and weight of his debts, but, above all, his anxious uncer- 
tainty on the fate of the Duchess and his child, had preyed 
so much on his mind, that no wonder it augmented the 
infected state of his blood and brought him to the point of 
death. As the humour his mother had brought into the 
family had in his youth found a vent in his face, the 
Princess, it was said, wounded by go plain an indication of 
the contagion she had spread through her children, had 
obliged him to use a remedy for the eruption, as the King 
was supposed to have done for the same reason, and it had 
turned in the Duke of Gloucester to an asthma. In the 
winter of this year he was given over by his physician, Dr. 
Jebbe ; yet on the evening that he was at the worst the 
King and Queen had most indecently gone to the play, 
though Dr. Warren, the other physician, daily warned the 
King, of his Royal Highness’s danger. In this extremity 
nothing afflicted the dying Duke so much as the situation 
of his .then only child, the young, Princess Sophia,^ of whom 
iJe was dotingly fond, of which he gave a moving proof. 
He was sitting on his bed, with nobody in the room but the 

This Princess, Sopliia Matilda, died Novenfber 29, 1844. — D. 
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Duchess and the little Princess, lie thought the latter, 
who could but just walk, was going to fall, and atteinnted 
to rise to save her. Ilis extreme weakness would not allow 


it; he sunk back and said, “Oh! Sophia, you are my 
death !” In this agony of grief and illness he had resolved 
in his mind every measure he.could think on to obtain some 
provision for his family, and, from despair of touching the 
King’s heart, he had fixed on ordw-mg bis lew friends to 
attempt a Parliamentary provision. • I, with infinite ])ains, 
had diverted him from this rash arid fatal step, on which, 
as a ncgativc«would infallibly pass, I apprehended it would 
preclude any good-natured motion in favour of his widow 
and child, in case he should die. I once had intended, if 
the Duke could not be dissuaded from his purpose, to try 
to prevail on him to write to the House of Lords, stating 
his danger, and entreating them, if he should fail, to inter- 
cede with the King for his family ; but his .Poyal Iligh- 
ucss, abandoning his purpose, sent for me and told me he 
had changed his mind, and would write to the King himself. 
He had ordered another person to draw a sketch of a letter, 
but it was far from being a conciliatory one, and the Duke s 
own good sense had rejected it ; and, weak as he was. Tie 
had drawn another himself, which he showed me. Nothing 
could be more sensible, decent, or proper, though not pei- 
fectly correct, which I would not, however, remark, that 
the King, who knew his genuine style, might perceive it 
was not fashioned for him. One thing alone I found 
wanting, to ask pardon of the King for his marriage, which, 
even if fruitless, would have doubled the feeling of the 
public in his favour. I laboured to obtain this addition 
with all the arguments and persuasion I could usMot 
that I believe even that condescension would have softened 
the King’s obduracy. The Duke said, to me, “ Sir, T know 
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the King better than you and he has told ine at other 
tim^ that nothing could operate on his brother except fear. 
But an instance of his Majesty’s nature ® the Duchess gave 
me in the Duke’s presence during-the- illness I am speaking 
of. A few years before, when the King styled the Duke 
hi? favourite brother, the hunipur in their blood had fallen 
on the Duke’s arm, and the physicians had thought it 
necessary for it to be cut off ; but the humour dispersing 
itsMf suddenly, and tbe Dul^e recovering, the first moment 
he Wtsd, able to visit the King, his Majesty only stared on 
this favourite brother, andisaid coolly, “ I thought you had 
lost your arm.” 

The Duke sat up most part of the night, ill as he was, 
to digest and send his letter ; and the next day, sending 
for Lord North as a witness to his desperate condition, de- 
livered his letter to him, and commanded it to be delivered 
immediately to the King. Shall I venture to relate the 
sequel ? will it be believed if T do ?, The letter was con- 
signed to Lord North on the Thursday — the answer might 
have imparted life or death to the writer, the Duke. His 
impatience and anxiety were as great as such a moment 
could demand. On Friday night his Royal Highness 
received a letter from Lord North — a feeling reader will 
shudder as he figures the Duke reading his fate — (again I 
must implore faith in my solemn veracity) — Lord North’s 
answer cannot enter into the compass of conjecture. With 
the coolest indifference he told the Duke that he bad 
received his Majesty’s answer, but — this was on the Friday 
night' — supposed it would be the same to his Royal High- 
ness if he (Jeferred bringing the answer till the following 
Monday ; for this first Prince of the Blood, this dying 


® Sir John Pringle, ‘the King’s physi- I talking of the King’s unfeeling ilis- 
cian, though a Scot, had no reserve in j position. 
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Prince, was to suppose his Lordship chose to go and divert 
himself at Bilshy, according to cu.-!toni, for the intevvcwing 
Saturday and Sunday ! Such insolent impertinence, such 
inhuman carelessness, were never e<pialled. The brutality 
of such a messag’c, oven if lazint-ss or ignorances of decency 
were the motives, w^s not the less brutal for sudi palliatives *, 
but , the gross insensibility, of the servant announced the 
savage response of the master, and sj)oke the mimic inso- 
lence hf the lowest rank of servants* who coi)y every pre- 
sumptuous sally of the superiors they belong to. Tlie King, 
ill answer to *the Duke’s supplication /or a ])rovisiou for 


his wife and daughter, verbally bade Lortl North tell his 
favourite dying brother that he would have nothing to do 
with them ^ nor, when Lord North at last brought that 
answer, did he spare an acceift ol the contents. 1 he con- 
sequence to the Duke was a relapse; but rcsentjnciit or 
nature surmounted his illness, and he quitted the country, 
as I have said before. 

It will be no improper sup})lement to this picture of 
Lord North to relate the following story, which hap])eiied 


at the end of this year; — 

Mr. Foley, member for Herefordslyre, an opulent J ory, 
had long had a promise of a Peerage, and, as a creation of 
Peers was approaching, a seat for that county would be 
vacant. Alderman Harley, a favourite tool of the Ad- 
ministration, had missed a scat in Parliament at Bie last 
general election by- the success of Wilkes m the City, and 
by pusillanimity of his own, which the Ministers inter- 
preted treachery, though he had again reingratiated hmiself 
in their favour. Young Foley, eldest son of- the futtirc 
Peer, was ambitious of representing his native county ; but 
being already a member, applied to 
Chiltcrn Hundreds to vacate his seat. Lord North refused 
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that usual boon, to prevent so formidable a competitor to 
Harley. Foley would not give up his point; but, being on 
the eve of marriage with Lady Henrietta Stanhope, thought 
it would be no disgrace to act in any capacity under his 
future father-in-law, and desired Lord Harrington, who 
had a troop 6f horse, to make him his agent — an employ- 
ment that vacates a seat in Parliament, and, having obtained 
it, Acquainted Lord North. The latter, as insolent as if 
sol^J^nister and not' the ofScial tool of the cabal, replied, 
without management, If Lord Harrington makes yon his 
agent, his troop shad be taken from him ! ” Foley, in love 
with the lady, could not sacrifice her father to such an 
object, and desisted. He did set up another candidate, but 
was defeated. A menace in such Royal terms, and against 
an old general officer of such tank as the Earl, was unheard 
of. I must mention here that Mr. Foley, the father, would 
not consent to his son’s marriage unless he could obtain a 
barony, which had long been pfomised. Lord North, either 
to make amends for his brutality, or to secure the son’s 
interest, as the father was dying, did obtain the peerage 
for him, and the young people were married ; but the son 
never gave a vote for Lord North, of which the latter’s 
friends complained loudly; nor was Foley to be excused.® 
A nature so capable of outrage as Lord North’s was, 
under the veil of uncommon good humour and idleness, 
recalled to mind a picture drawn of him early by one who 
knew him well : — 

® Tho Foleys were descendants of above, wlio was a cousin of tlie second 
Paul Foley, the opponent of William and last Lord of the older creation. 
IIIVs Ministry;, Paul was the son of Tho marriage of young Foley, however, 
an eminent iron-master, became Speaker with Lady Henrietta Stanhope, took 
of the House of Commons iii 1695, and place before Lord North raised “Mr. 
gave his name to Foley Place. The Foley, the father,” to tlio peci’agc,— 
elder barony of Foley, created in 1711, namely, in Marclj, 1760. The elder 
expired in January, 1766. In May of Foley died in 1777 ; his sou in 17 Jd. 
that year the new barony was created — D. » 

iii favour of tho. Mr. Foley montioiu‘d 
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Mr. Henry Leggc, Chancellor of the Excheniua-, was 
r Z ^^^rtmoiith, who was son-in-law of tl.o Earl 
of Guilford, Lord North’s father,^ and the vountt Lords], ad 
^veiled toge^ier. Very few days hedin-o Mr. Legge .lied, 
bir Edwnird Walpole, his fl-iend, visiting him, a, pietmv of 
Lord i>orth by Pompcis hung qver the ehimney. Sir Edward 
said, o Poinpeis must be an able painter to mak.. 
a picture of a man so ugly as Lord^North.” fa 
plied, “To have made it like,^he sbJuld have dr.- 
inside as hideous as his outside; I have not breath now, or 
I would tell you circumstances d.o coij^rm what. 1 say.” 
Sir Edward Walpole often repeated this story. In ihe 
winter of 1776, Sir Edward declaring himself openly an 
enemy to the Americans, Lord North sent a penson to him 
to say how glad he was to hear they agTccd in soniiments 
about America ; and, after civil professions, the person was 
charged to ask Sir Edward if he had ever related the above- 
mentioned story, as Lprd North had heard he had. Sir 
Edward, very warm, and offended at Lord North’s late 
indecent treatment of his son-in-law, the Duke of Glou(;ester, 
though it did not affect his political opinions, fairly owned 
the story, and bade the person tell Lord North be was ready 
to repeat it to his Lordship’s face. Lord North did not 
desire that confrontation. 


' Miss Kaye was first married to Lord wife. His first wife. Lord KorlhV 

Lewisbam, eldest son of tlie first Karl mother, was liidf Bi.sior of tlte last Karl 

of Dartmouth, aud secondly to the Karl of Halifax, 
bf Guilford, to whom site was secoud 
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heard the news at Twitnain. lie asked* me if it Mas 
George Onslo’sv, who was a notorious blab, had told me? 
“Oh ! no,” said I, “for then I should not have believed 
it, he tells so much false news.” Charles Fitzroy M'as, 
there; I asked him if his brother would re-choose Mr. 
Conway ? He answered very doubtfully ; “ for,” said lie, 
“my brother will have an oppo.sition to me at Bury,* and 
must keep Thetford open.” I said very indiscreetly, I 
feared the Bedfords had heeu doing^ Mr. CouMay hurt. 
Lady Hertford chid me for talking to her ne])liew, and 
said he was the worst person in the world to talk to about 
it, for he was jealous about his own election. I owned I 
had been iij the wrong ; but though Fitzroy was very 
rattling, I thought him zealously attached to Mr. Conway, 
forgetting that he had since lived eight or nine years at 
Court. What affected me much more was to find that 
Lord Hertford, who was to have been in town that night, 
had put off his journey for two days. I began to fear he 
M'as privy to |onie plan with the King to get the Duke to 
leave his brother out of Parliament. This sunk deep. 

30?/j. Lady Hertford came to me ; I said,, “ Madjim, 
I see all is over.” She said “No, liot quite,” and showed 
me the Duke’s answer,^ which began with a falsehood, for 
it said her letter had brought him the first notice of the 
dissolution, and Bigby had told Fitzroy that he had 
acquainted . him twenty hours before. The latter said he 
was ill great embarrassment, had no plan laid beypnd 
choosing the two Fitzroys, his brother and uncle,* and had 


' Tho Duke of Graflon did actually 
lose Biuy this time. 

^ Charles Fitzroy the elder was 
natural son of the late Duke of Grafton, 
and was Member for Heytesbury, which 
borough the Duke of Marllwrough 
having got, it is probable that the 
Bedfords, under colour of jrt’e venting a 


quarrel between the Dukes of Grafton 
and Marlborough, now cousins by the* 
Duchess of Grafton, had suggested to 
old Mr. Fitzroy to apply to his nephew 
for a seat, aud the Duke had promised 
it. It was then thought in honour to 
have declared ofi* with Mr. Conwavi 



